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Digests of Recent Opinions , 





a CONTEMPT —A sworn affidavit 


or statement under oath is not 
a jurisdictional prerequisite to 
initiation of a proceeding for 
contempt. 


si —Conduct “tending to obstruct” 


justice constitutes a contempt 
of court and it is not necessary 
that there be proven an open 
or direct interference with the 
course of justice. 


An offer to procure a favorable 


decision in an action, regard- 
less of the merits, for a con- 
sideration is conduct tending 
to obstruct justice and consti- 
tutes a contempt. 


-When the contempt charged 


involves the personal integrity 
of a judge, the judge so in- 
volved is disqualified from 
hearing the contempt even 
with the consent of the person 
charged with the contempt. 

Digested from an opinion by 
3urling, J., rendered Nov. 5, 1956. 
Supreme Court. Van Sweringen 
; Van Sweringen. For appellant 
-Morton Stavis (John O. Bige- 
ow, atty). For the State—wWil- 
C. Brudnick, Spec. Asst. 
ros. (Guy W. Calissi, Pros. atty). 

Appellant was found guilty of 
timinal contempt in attempt- 
ng to obtain money from one 
sparbanel on the representation 
{being able to procure a favor- 
le judgment in a divorce pro- 
seeding wherein Abarbanel was 
ed as co-respondent. The 
4ppellate Division affirmed. 

The trial of the contempt 
tharge was conducted before 
] Hegarty who was the 
in the divorce proceeding 
ed. 

The issues raised are: 

1) Is a sworn affidavit sup- 
yrting an order to show cause 

contempt a _ jurisdictional 
rrerequisite 

2) Assuming the alleged facts 
2 be true, do they establish a 











3) Should the trial 
ave disqualified himself. 
The record is not clear or spe- 


judge 


Mic as to who was to receive 


‘*te money other than appellant 
‘the offer was accepted or as to 
m0 was to bring about the 
vomised result. 


Held: (1) There has been no 
miform practice requiring a 
morn statement reciting the 


42tts upon which an alleged 
is based. The rules 
evant to criminal contempt 
0 not express the requirement 
aid emphasis today is on notice 
ud a fair hearing. Appellant 
“re was fully apprised of the 
“arge against him and was af- 
rded ample opportunity to pre- 
wre his defense. While there is 
euch to commend the necessity 
“a sworn statement in insti- 
a contempt proceeding 
t contempt not committed in 
“2 presence of the court, this is 
a ground for reversal. 

2) The intimation here was 
<at a favorable result could be 
puchased through intercession 
ech the court reporter or the 
age himself, regardless of the 
‘tits. In In re Carruba it was 
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“4 that any act which ob- 
‘ucts “or tends to obstruct” 
= course of justice constitutes 
fontempt of court. The charge 
“t€, if true, is sufficient to con- 
“ute a contempt as “tending 
: obstruct justice”. It is not 
“essary, aS appellant argues, 
here be an open and direct 
~*tlerence with the course of 
“= judicial process, by direct 
act with the court officials. 
“€ reasonable tendency of the 
- done is the criterion. One 
“0 creates or helps to create 
atmosphere of suspicion as 
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to the corruption or impartiality 
of a court impedes and hinders 
the administration of justice. 

(3) This point was not raised 
below and would therefore not 
ordinarily be considered here. 
The instant case represents an 
exception. 

When a contempt is commit- 
ted in the actual presence of the 
court, the court may summarily 
punish the contempt. When, 
however, the contempt is not 
within the presence of the court 
the course is to follow more 
rigidly the traditional demands 
of due process. R.R. 4:87-2(d) 
permits the judge involved to 
hear such a contempt involving 
disrespect to or criticism of the 
judge, only with the consent of 
the person charged with the 
contempt. The charge here, 
however, goes much deeper than 
“disrespect” or “criticism” and 
connotes personal dishonesty of 
the court and its officers. Where 
this is so justice demands that 
one so intimately concerned 
should not sit in judgment. No 
man can be a judge in his own 
case and no man is permitted to 
try a case where he has an in- 
terest in the outcome. 

Reversed and remanded for 
retrial before another judge. 


Legislative Commission 
Report on Evidence Law 
Submitted 
Copies to Be Distributed 
Through County Bar 
Associations 





The Legislative Commission to 
Study the Improvement of the 
Law of Evidence filed its report 
with the Legislature today. The 
Commission was organized in 
January, 1956, and undertook a 
thorough study based upon the 
proposed Uniform Rules of Evi- 
dence as embodied in the Report 
to the Supreme Court of the 
Committee headed by Mr. Jus- 
tice Jacobs. 

The report filed today states 
that a revision of the statutes 
would be desirable, and is ac- 
companied by the full text of 
recommended statutory provi- 
sions to achieve that purpose, 
showing the modifications made 
by the Commission to the Uni- 
form Rules. 

The report is also directed to 
the question of adoption of these 
improvements, and _ concludes 
that the subject is one to be 
dealt with by the Legislature 
rather than by court rule, and 
note is made of the need to ex- 
amine existing statutory provi- 
sions on the subject so as to ar- 
range for their integration and 
co-ordination with the Uniform 
Rules. 

Printed copies of the report 
and rules text are being deliver- 
ed to the several county bar as- 
sociation headquarters for dis- 
tribution to attorneys throughout 
the state. Other persons desiring 
copies should make request of 
the Commission secretary, Vin- 
cent P. Biunno, Esq., 605 Broad 
Street, Newark 2, N. J. 

The Commission was headed 
by Hon. John O. Bigelow, retired 
Superior Court Judge, as chair- 
man. The other members of the 
Commission were Senators Al- 
bert McCay, W. Howard Sharp 
and Walter H. Jones, Assembly- 
men Clifton O. Barkalow, Wil- 
liam F. Hyland and Charles E. 
Gant, and Carl Kisselman, Esq., 
of Camden, and Scott M. Long, 
Jr., of Morristown. William D. 
Hardin, Esq., served the Com- 
mission as Associate Counsel 
with Mr. Biunno. 


Weintraub Named To 
upreme Court; Vogel To 
Superior Court 


Governor Meyner has given 
notice of his intention to nom- 
inate Superior Court Judge Jos- 
eph Weintraub, of West Orange, 
as a Justice of the New Jersey Su- 
preme Court, to fill the vacancy 
created by the elevation of Jus- 
tice Brennan to the U. S. Su- 
preme Court. At the same time 
he also announced his intention 
to appoint Bernard W. Vogel, of 
Woodbridge, to the Superior 
Court. Confirmation of both ap- 








Joseph Weintraub 
pointments by the Senate is ex- 
pected quickly 

Weintraub was 


formerly per- 


sonal counsel to Governor Mey- | 


ner and New Jersey’s represent- 
ative on the bi-state Waterfront 
Commission. He was nominated 
as a Superior Court Judge last 
February by Governor Meyner. 
He was confirmed in March but 
delayed ascending the bench un- 
til May in order to complete 
pending matters on the Water- 
front Commission and as the 
Governor’s counsel. He is 47 
years old, was formerly a mem- 
ber of the Newark law firm of 
McGlynn, Weintraub and Stein, 
and is a former associate editor 
of the New Jersey Law Journal. 
Before his appointment to the 
bench he was recognized as one 
of the top trial lawyers in the 
state. He is a Democrat and his 
appointment will leave the Su- 
preme Court with the same pol- 
itical make up it previously had 
—four republicans and 
democrats. 


Weintraub was active in the 
Essex County and State Bar As- 
sociations, was a delegate to the 
annual Judicial Conference, 
helped draft the revision of 
Titles 2 and 3 of the Revised 
Statutes, and served in the con- 
stitutional convention in 1947. 


Bernard W. Vogel 

Vogel is a former Middlesex 
County Senator. He is 56 years 
old, was admitted to the Bar in 
1924 and has practiced law since 
then in Perth Amboy. He has 
been Woodbridge Township re- 
corder and township attorney. 
He was elected to the Assembly 
in 1936 and was reelected to that 
house each year until 1948 
when he was elected as Senator 
from Middlesex County. He was 
reelected in 1951 but did not 
seek reelection when that term 
expired last year. He was minor- 
ity leader in the Assembly from 
1946 through 1948 and in the 
Senate in 1952, 1954 and 1955. 
He is an active member of the 
Middlesex County Bar Associa- 
tion and is on county’s Commit- 
tee on Character and Fitness for 
Admission to the Bar. 
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1. Frank Adams is in a busi- 
ness that requires large quanti- 
ties of pure ice. He entered into 
a written contract for the year 
1955 with the Clean Ice Co. to 
furnish pure ice for $8 per ton, | 
at the rate of 50 tons per month. 
At the time of the contract ne- 
gotiations, Adams insisted on 
pure ice. The Ice Co. explained 
that it used water from its own 
wells, and gave Adams a copy of 
the Health Department’s report 
of a test made on its wells. The 
Ice Co. delivered ice under this 
|contract until the Ist of July. 
At that time, the Company noti- 
fied Adams that they could no 
longer rely on their wells be- 
cause of a dry season, and would 
be required to purchase water 
to make pure ice of the quality 
required by Adams from that 
time on. 











Judge Speakman Dies 


Superior Court Judge G. Dixon 
Speakman, assignment judge for 
| Essex County, died Sunday of a | 
| heart attack as he was complet- | 
ing an eighteen hole round of | 
golf. He had been playing with | 
Judge Weintraub and another | 
friend. 

Judge Speakman, who was 53, | 
had been Essex County Counsel | 
and a Judge of the Essex County 
Court before being elevated to 
the Superior Court in December 
1953. As assignment judge of Es- 
sex County he had proven him- 
self an able administrator as| 
well as an excellent jurist. He} 
was an industrious, just and/| 
genial person and had earned | 












G. Dixon Speakman 


the respect, admiration and 
friendship of both the Bar and 
the personnel of the courts. 

Judge Speakman was admitted | 
to the Bar in 1928 and became 
affiliated with the firm of Arthur 
| T. Vanderbilt under whom he 
had served his clerkship. He was 
named to the post of County 
Counsel in 1947 when Vanderbilt 
|resigned from the position to) 
| begin his judicial career. In 1951 | 
|Speakman was named County | 
| Judge to succeed Judge Richard | 
| Hartshorne. He was appointed to | 
|}the Superior Court on the re- | 
tirement of Judge William A. | 
Smith. Under his administration | 
the courts of Essex County have | 
established a record second to 
none. Despite his many admin- | 
istrative duties as assignment | 
judge. Judge Speakman also took 
on a full share of the trial work. 

Before his appointment to the 
Bench, Judge Speakman had 
been a member in the firm of 
Toner, Speakman and Crowley, 
successor to the former law firm 
of Chief Justice Vanderbilt, an 
associate editor of the Law Jour- 
nal and an associate professor 
at Rutgers Law School. 











For this reason, the Company 
claimed it could no longer carry 
out the contract. Adams agreed 
to pay $10 per ton for the re- 
mainder of the year, and the 
Company delivered at this price 
for the rest of 1955. At the end 
of 1955, Adams refused to pay 
the Company the extra $2 per 
ton, and the Company sued 
Adams. 

Decide the case. 

2. Owner in Newton wrote a 
letter to Buyer in Newark offer- 
ing to sell to Buyer, “Fairacres”, 
a farm of 80 acres, including a 
large modern house and a fully 
equipped dairy barn, at the price 
of $100 per acre, possession to 
be given when the purchase 
price was paid. Buyer immedi- 
ately wrote back a letter accept- 
ing Owner’s proposal, but added 
at the bottom of his letter: 
“This is all on condition that 
you can convey good title.” 

One week later, Buyer, for val- 
ue, delivered to Andrews a paper 


| saying: “I hereby assign to you 


the contract I have with Owner 
to buy Fairacres”. Buyer sent 
a copy of this paper to Owner. 
Two weeks after this transac- 
tion, the house and barn on 
Fairacres were struck by light- 
ning and totally destroyed. Still 
later, on the date and at the 
place specified in his letter to 
Buyer for closing title, Owner 
was present with a deed suffi- 
cient to convey good title and 
requested both Buyer and An- 
drews to pay him the purchase 
price, but both Buyer and An- 
drews refused. 

Thereupon, Owner sued Buyer 
and Andrews for damages in the 
Essex County Court. Decide the 


| case. 


3. M, a sporting goods manu- 


' facturer, entered into a written 


agreement with W, a wholesale 
dealer in an area from which 
M was then obtaining no busi- 


| ness, which provided: 


“M will, for a period of 3 


; years, sell to W such quantities 
of all types of sporting equip- 


ment manufactured by M as W 
shall order. Prices are to be 
established by M on the first of 
each month.” 
(Signed) “M”. (Signed) “W”. 
During the following 15 
months, M filled all orders sent 
to him by W. W paid promptly 
for all goods delivered to him 


| by M. During this period, W, by 


extensive advertising, developed 
a substantial demand for M’s 
products in the area covered 
by W’s sales organization. 

In the 16th month, W sent to 
M an order for M’s products. 
Upon receiving this order, M 
sent W a letter reading: “I have 
decided to change my distribu- 
tion system. Hereafter I will sell 
direct to retailers. I will not fill 
either your current order or any 
future orders from you”. 

Thereupon W sued M for dam- 
ages in the Mercer County Court. 
Decide the case. 

4. S manufactured and sold 
pianos. B went to S’s salesroom 
and tried several pianos, some 
new and some rebuilt. B did not 
tell the salesman whether she 
wished to buy a new piano or 
a used one, and he said nothing 
to B as to whether the pianos 
she was looking at were new or 
used. B selected one which she 
believed was new. B paid $1,500 
for the piano, which was the list 
price for a new piano of the 
same model. She used it for 2 
years, during which time it 
worked perfectly. B then decided 
to sell the piano and was in- 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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Page Two 
MORTGAGES — DEFICIENCY, 
JUDGMENTS — FORECLO- 


SURE—An action for deficien- 
cy after a foreclosure sale can- 
not be maintained against a 
person who was not a party in 
the foreclosure proceedings, 

R.S. 2:65-2. 

—A defendant named but not 
properly served in a foreclo- 
sure proceeding is not a party 
thereto within R.S. 2:65-2. 

DEFICIENCY JUDGMENTS 
FORECLOSU R E— JUDG- 
MENTS BY CONFESSION—A 
bond and warrant of attorney 
for confession of judgment for 
a deficiency due on a mortgage 
bond is no substitute for the 
suit on the bond required by 
R.S. 2:65-2. 

ESTOPPEL — JUDGMENTS — 
Estoppel against attack on 
foreclosure decree does not 
bar attack on subsequent de- 
ficiency judgment. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Vanderbilt, C.J., rendered Nov. 5, 
1956. Supreme Court. Ledden v. 
Ehnes. For appellant—Edward 
W. Eichmann. For respondent— 
Louis B. Le Duc. 

In 1923 appellant Ledden and 
his wife borrowed $2500 from 
Camden Safe Deposit & Trust 
Co. on their bond and mortgage 
and executed a warrant of at- 
torney for confession of judg- 
ment in the event of default. In 
1933 or 1934 Ledden and his wife 
separated. In 1935, after a de- 
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fault, a foreclosure proceeding 
| was instituted in which Ledden 
and his wife were named as de- 
fendants but Ledden was not 
properly served. He did not ap- 
pear in the foreclosure action 
which culminated in a deficiency 
of $2820.01. Based on that defi- 
ciency a judgment for $2820.21 
was entered on the warrant for 
confession of judgment against 
Ledden and his wife. Ledden had 
knowledge of the foreclosure but 
apparently had no knowledge of 
the deficiency judgment by con- 
fession until a levy was made 
pursuant to an execution issue 
by Ehnes, assignee of the bank, 
in 1954. The property levied on 
included a car which Ehnes sold 
at public auction, bought in him- 
self for $10.00 and then resold 
for $375. The trial court held the 
value of the car was $475 less $30 
accumulated storage which 
Ehnes had paid. 

When Ledden learned of the 
deficiency judgment he first ap- 
| plied in the Law Division to set 
the judgment aside. The matter 
should have been disposed of 
| there under R.R. 4:41-2 & 3 but 
instead it was transferred to the 
|Chancery Division and Hedden 
was directed to file a complaint 
setting forth his claim, which he 
| did. The trial judge held that 
since “no attack could be made 
on the foreclosure decree, no at- 
tack could be made on any step 


| which stems or follows as a re- | 


|sult of the foreclosure decree,” 
that without the foreclosure de- 


cree there could be no deficiency | 


suit, and that if the decree could 
not be attacked then the defi- 
ciency suit could not be atacked. 


Ledden appealed and _ this 
court certified. 
Held: The position of Ledden | 


is that since he was not in fact 
a party to the foreclosure, by 





reason of defective service, any | 


| proceedings to recover any defi- | 
| ciency resulting therefrom are | 


| defective and improper by reas- | 


'on of non compliance with RS. 
|2:65-2 now N.J.S. 2A:50-2. His 
| position is well taken. R.S. 2:65- 
| 2 provided that, “No action shall 
| be instituted against any person | 


| answerable on the bond unless | 


he has been made a party in the 
|proceeding to foreclose the | 
| mortgage.” 

| While laches and estoppel bar 
|Ledden’s ability to attack the 
| foreclosure decree, no such dis- 
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*| judgment. There is no evidence | 
he knew of the judgment until | 
apprised thereof by the levy. | 


Furthermore, the fact that he 
cannot now question the fore- 
closure decree does not change 
the fact that he was not a party 
to the foreclosure and in this re- 
gard the mortgagee and its as- 
signee, Ehnes, are bound by the 
proscription of the statute, RS. 
2:65-2. Under it the right of ac- 
tion for a deficiency falls if 
the person sought to be held an- 
swerable on the bond was not a 
party to the foreclosure. 

Ehnes claims that no action 
need be started as a prerequisite 
to recovery for a breach of con- 
dition of the bond where there 
is a warrant for confession of 
judgment for such breach with- 
out suit. The confession of judg- 
ment, however, is no substitute 
for the suit on the bond required 
by this statute. The courts of 
this state have long expressed 
aversion to the device of entry of 
judgment on such warrants. 

Reversed and remanded. Lev- 
ies to be set aside. Ehnes to pay 
Ledden the market value of the 
car with interest from the date 
of the sheriff’s sale less the stor- 
age charges paid by him. 


TRIAL—DIRECTED VERDICTS 
—Where men of reason and 
fairness may entertain differ- 
ing views as to the truth of 
testimony, whether it be un- 
tradicted, uncontroverted or 
even undisputed, evidence of 
such character is for the jury. 

—There is no hard and fast rule 
in this state that credibility of 
a witness is always a jury 
question. 

|—Where uncontradicted testi- 
mony of a witness, interested 
or otherwise, is unaffected by 
any conflicting inferences to 
| be drawn from it and is not 
improbable, extraordinary or 
surprising in its nature, or 
there is no other ground for 
| hesitating to accept it as true, 
the directed verdict dictated 
| by such evidence may be 
| granted. 

| Digested from an opinion by 

| Vanderbilt, C.J., rendered Nov. 5, 

| 1956. Supreme Court. Ferdinand 

v. Agricultural. For appellant— 

| George I. Janow of the New York 

|Bar (Samuel Dreskin, atty and 
|of counsel). For respondents — 
| Frederick C. Vonhof. 

| Plaintiffs sued to recover $11,- 

|775 under a jewelry floater policy 

|issued by defendant to plain- 
tiffs. Seven items of jewelry cov- 
| ered by the policy were alleged- 
ly stolen from plaintiff’s auto- 
mobile while parked overnight 
at a motel in Dancia, Florida. 

The trial court directed a ver- 
dict in favor of plaintiffs. The 

Appellate Div. affirmed and cer- 
tification was granted. 
Plaintiffs’ case consisted of 

their own testimony, that of a 

jewelry expert and a deputy 

sheriff of the county where the 
alleged robbery took place. The 
testimony was uncontroverted. 

Defendant produced no testi- 

mony. Plaintiffs established that 

a hole had been made in the 
right hand front window of the 
car large enough to reach in- 

side and open the door, that the 
contents of the car were disar- 
rayed and upset, that the jewel- 
ry case had been ripped apart 

and the contents dumped and 
strewn about and only the most 
valuable pieces taken. On cross 
examination it was developed 
that Mr. Ferdinand’s watch val- 
ued at $400 had been put in the 
box the night before, though he 
had no other time piece; that 
the thief was apparently a dis- 
criminating person who in the 
dark of the night took time to 
select only the most valuable 
pieces of jewelry leaving the less 
valuable items, and that there 
were some discrepancies between 
statements first made to de- 
fendant’s representative and 
those later made as to the items 
stolen and what was covered. 

Further the evidence was that 

all the insured jewelry that was 


U.S. District Court Decision  . 





PATENTS— 

A, holder of a license agree- 
ment from B, patent owner, sues 
C for alleged infringement of 
the patent. A seeks to join B as 
a party plaintiff. B has refused 
to join. The undisputed proof is 
that A is not actually seeking to 
enforce the patent but hopes 








taken was purchased for cash or 
taken in trade for other jewelry, 
without receipt and some from 
peddlers on the Bowery in New 
York. 

Held: The issues involved on 
this appeal are (1) when is it for 
the jury alone to evaluate the 
credibility of the plaintiffs and 
their witnesses and when is it 
within the province of the trial 
court to do so; (2) in the cir- 
cumstances here was the action 
of the trial judge proper? 

In Schmidt v. Marconi 86 N.J. 
L.183 (E&A 1924) the court ad- 
hered to the view that unless the 
existence of a fact is admitted, 
it must, in every case where a 
jury sits, be for them to decide. 
The wisdom of such a broad 
rule is questioned. Where men 
of reason and fairness may en- 
tertain differing views as to the 


truth of testimony, whether it | 
uncontro- | 
verted or even undisputed, evi- | 


be uncontradicted, 
dence of such character is for 
the jury. But when the testi- 
mony of witnesses, interested or 


otherwise, is clear and convinc- | 


ing, not incredible in the light 
of general knowledge and com- 


mon experience, not extraordin- | 


ary, not contradicted in any way 
by witnesses or circumstances 
and so plain and complete that 
disbelief of the story could not 


' reasonable arise in the rational 


process of an ordinarily intelli- 
gent mind, then a question has 
been presented for the court to 
decide and not the jury. Credi- 
bility is but one of the elements 
upon which the mind must work 
in determining the final result. 
In each situation the rule that 
must prevail is one of reasonable 
judgment applied to the partic- 
ular facts of the case. 

The evidence in the instant 
case does not meet the requisite 
tests for the direction of a ver- 
dict. 
purchase of the jewelry, its be- 
ing left in the car unguarded 
overnight, the leaving of the 
watch in the case for two nights 
and a day, the unnatural acts of 
the alleged thief, cause too many 


pauses in the reasoning process. | 


A jury of fair minded men could 
honestly have differed as to 
whether plaintiffs had estab- 
lished a prima facie case in fa- 
vor of their claim. 

While the court has here dealt 
with a case involving uncontra- 
dicted testimony as 
men of ordinary fairness and 


reason might differ in the con- | 


clusions to be drawn from it, the 
court refuses to recognize the 
existence in this state of a hard 


and fast rule that the credibility 
of a witness is always a question 


for jury determination. 
Reversed. 


The circumstances of the | 


to which | 


| that in this action the pa teny 
| will be declared invalid the 
ending its obligation to pay 
alties under its license 
ment. The license te 
purports to be an exclusive |. 
cense but under the agreemep- 
the patentee retains the r : 
full usc of the patent and z 
grant rights in the patent 
other firm. 

Held: The right to sue un, 
the patent laws, as distinguish< 
from the right to sue for br 
of a contract concernin 
patent, depends on those 13 
Under the patent laws only tha 
patentee or one having acty;] 
proprietary rights in the p 
can sue thereon, and one } 
ing a bare license to use the pa:- 
ent which is not exclusive as 





agree. 

















the rest of the world, has a 
proprietary interest in the pat 
| ent sufficient to sustain a sui 
thereon. In between is the exJ 
clusive license. Since the righ: 
jin the so-called exclusive licen 
see prevent the patentee fro 
creating further rights in un- 
known third parties, this inter 
est comes so close to a propri 
etary interest that the court 
have held he is equitably ey 
titled to sue on the paten: pro 
vided he joins the patentee as 
willing or unwilling plaintiff of 
defendant. This is based gy 
equitable principles. The “prop 
er cases” where this procedur 
is to be permitted are : 
where it is equitable to join suc 
unwilling proprietor of the pat 
| ent. 

A here can sue on the paten 
only by joining B as an unvil 
ing party. Since the true pur 
| pose of the suit is not to enforeg 
the patent but to have it de 
clared invalid, it would be i 
| equitable to compel B to joina 
a party. With B out of the actio 
A has no right to maintain 
Dismissed. 

Opinion by Hartshorne, DJ. 
filed Oct. 26 in Philadelphia 7 
Specialty. Civil No. 325-55. 
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‘RIMINAL LAW — There is 
“| only one offense of murder, 
divided by the statutes into 
degrees solely for the purpose 
of punishment; the degrees do 
not constitute separate and 
distinct crimes. 
RIMINAL LAW — LIMITA- 
TIONS—An indictment charg- 
jing murder without specifying 
the degree charges an offense 
“punishable with death” with- 
jn the concept of N. J. S. 2A: 
, 159-2. 
, Conviction and sentence for 
2nd degree murder on an in- 
dictment charging murder 
without specification of degree 
is within the provision of N. J. 
§. 24:159-2 excluding from its 
limitation offenses punishable 
with death. 
Digested from an opinion by 
zher, J. rendered Oct. 29, 1956. 
upreme Court. State v. Brown. 
xampor the state—David R. Brone, 
st pros. (Lewis P. Scott, Pros, 
14 the brief). For respondent— 
#rry Miller. 
Defendant was convicted by a 
ry of murder in the second de- 
Proprig#ee on an indictment charging 
Courts: did “wilfully, feloniously and 











:Y lw his malice, aforethought, kill! 
nt Proved murder Margaret Jones...” 
€€ 88 @idgment was arrested before 
tit OMentence for want of Jurisdiction 
EGA OM the offense on the ground the 


ion was barred by the statute 











DJ 
phia ¥ 


ie, 


5. 


@m limitations. The State appeals. 
“Wi The statute, N. J. S. 2A:159-2 
ovides that ... “no person 

pall be prosecuted, tried or con- 
eted for any offense not pun- 
sable with death, unless the 
dictment shall be found with- 
te 2 (now 5) years .. .” The 
eniorc@ete maintains the case comes 
thin the exclusion from the 
mitation because the offense 
twhich defendant was prose- 

red and tried was punishable 

th death. The defendant con- 

nds murder in the second de- 

is a distinct and separate 

ense from murder in the first 
ree, Carrying with it its own 
mishment, which does not in- 

ude death, and therefore pun- 
ment of the crime of second 
ree murder is barred by the 
Defendant emphasizes 

ai the statute reads “prose- 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


cuted, tried or punished” in the 
disjunctive. 

Held: The indictment for mur- 
der charged an offense “punish- 
able with death” within the con- 
cept of N. J. S. 2A:159-2. Murder 


is a single offense divided by | 


the statutes N. J. S. 2A:113-1 and 
2 into degrees, first and second, 
for the purpose of punishment 
alone. These statutes have not 
altered the nature of murder at 
common law; they are concerned 
only with the character of the 
punishment; the degrees do not 
constitute separate and distinct 
crimes but merely grades of the 
same offense. Murder in either 
of the statutory degrees is mur- 
der at common law. The degree 
upon conviction determines the 
punishment only. 

It is of the very nature of the 
statutory scheme that the jury 
adjudge the degree of guilt and 
thereby the character of the 
punishment. Murder is a tech- 
nical term denoting a distinct 
and definite crime at common 
law and where charged, as here, 
continues to be a capital offense 
until the final disposition of the 
indictment. Thus, the offense 
charged, murder without speci- 
fication of degree, as permitted 
by R.S. 2:188-11 now supplanted 
by R.R. 3:4-3, is “punishable 
with death” and is an offense 
excluded from the operation of 
N. J. S. 2A:159-2. It cannot mat- 
ter that the jury found defend- 
ant guilty of murder in the sec- 
ond degree. He was convicted of 
murder. Would a verdict of mur- 
der in the first degree with life 
imprisonment be also within ban 
of the statute of limitations? 


The question is one of legisla- 


| tive intent. The sense of the law 
lis to be gathered from its object 
j}and 


the nature of its subject 
matter and the statutes in pari 
materia. While penal statutes 
are to be strictly construed and 
statutes of limitation liberally 
interpreted and as a corrollary, 
an exception to a general limita- 
tion is to be given a narrow 
scope, the words of an enact- 


{ment are to be accorded a ra- 
| tional meaning in harmony with 


the obvious intent and purpose 
of the law. The rules of con- 
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struction will not justify an un- 
reasonable interpretation. The 
statute of limitations is aimed at 
the right to prosecute. The of- 
fense here charged and tried was | 
punishable with death and was 
within the statutory exclusion 
from the limitation. 

Reversed and remanded for | 
sel..ence on the verdict. 

Wachenfeld, J. dissenting 
agrees with the majority as to 
the applicable rules of statutory | 
construction but cannot see how | 
these rules justify the interpret- 
ation made by the majority. He | 
holds that the statutes distin- | 
guish and define murder in the} 
first and murder in the second | 
degree, that there is a difference 
in the elements as well as the} 
punishment, that there are only | 
three offenses in our law pun- 
jishable by death: first degree 
}murder, kidnapping and trea- 
son, and defendant was not con- 
victed of any of these. 








NEGLIGENCE — INDEPENDENT 
CONTRACTOR — The mere} 
construction of a sidewalk is 
not the sort of work which 
necessarily gives rise to a pe- 
culiar risk of bodily harm so 
as to render an employer of 
an independent contractor re- 
tained to do the work liable | 
unless he himself takes special | 
precautions. } 
Digested from an opinion by 

Clapp, S.J.A.D., rendered Nov. 7, 

1956. Appel’uve Viv. Reid v. Mon- 

mouth et als. For respondent— | 

Robert V. Carton. For appellant | 

—Samuel A. Larner | 
Plaintiff, a policeman, while | 

walking his beat one night trip- 

ped and fell over a formboard 
protruding two or three inches | 
above the sidewalk. Defendant 

Rini and men working with him 

had laid the formboard while | 

constructing a new sidewalk. 

Plaintiff sued the landowner, 

the general contractor, Agnell- | 

ino, and Rini who contracted | 
with Agnellino to do certain | 
work. Whether Rini was an in-} 
dependent contractor or an 
agent of Agnellino was in dis- 
pute. The case was dismissed as 
to the landowner and the jury | 
returned a verdict against Ag- | 

} nellino and of no cause in favor | 

| in Rini. Agnellino appeals assert- | 
ing several errors in the charge | 

| including a charge that even if 

'the jury should find Rini was an 

'independent contractor, if they | 
found Agnellino should have rec- 

| ognized that the work would re- 

| quire the creation of a condition 
| involving a peculiar risk of bodi- 
ly harm to others unless special 
| precautions were taken, then 
they could find Agnellino equally 
liable with Rini. 
Held: The above portion of the | 
charge was erroneous. The mere 
construction of a sidewalk under | 
the conditions presented here is | 
not the sort of work which | 
necessarily gives rise to a pe- 
culiar risk of bodily harm and 
which therefore subjects an em- 
ployer of an independent con- 











tractor to liability unless he 

himself takes special precau- 

tions. 
Plaintiff contends this por- | 


tion of the charge was not preju- | 
dicial since it implicated Rini 
and Agnellino equally and hence 
the jury could not have relied on 
it because they absolved Rini. 


But the reason for the absolu- 
tion of Rini is not adequately 
accounted for and does not | 


demonstrate that Agnellino was 
not prejudiced by the instruc- 
tion. | 
The judgment is reversed. 
However, on a new trial Agnel- | 
lino cannot be held under the | 
doctrine of respondeat superior 
for the acts of Rini because the 
jury by its verdict exonerated 
Rini and plaintiff has not taken 
an appeal. The question then 
will be whether Agnellino had 
in fact retained, participated in 
| or taken control of the doing of 
the work and had failed to exer- 
cise reasonable care therein. 








Monmouth Legal Secretaries Hold Annual 


"Bosses 


Night" 





Judges Attend; Attorney General 
Principal Speaker 

Ste 

Manasquan, N. J.—Monmoufh 

Legal Secretaries Association re- 


turned to the Manasquan River 





| Country Club*for “Bosses Night”, 


a dinner given annually by asso- 
ciation members for their re- 
spective superiors. The social 
hour was followed by dinner and 
a program, at which Attorney 
General Grover C. Richman was 


terparts in both the Federal and 
State governments and empha- 
sized how both groups of secre- 
taries have proven of inestim- 
able value in keeping continuity 
of policy and procedure which 
might conceivably be lost in the 
change of personnel at the ex- 
ecutive level. The Attorney Gen- 
eral, having had experience in 
Federal, State and private prac- 
tice, praised the role of the un- 
sung secretary in the coordina- 
tion of her many duties and con- 





guest speaker. 


Miss Regina Bromberg, Presi- | 


dent of the Association, wel- 


comed the Judges of Monmouth | 


County who were guests at the 
affair, and presented the annual 
donation from the Legal Secre- 
taries Association to the Legal 
Aid Society. 


Although limiting most of his 
remarks to the lighter side of 
life, Attorney General Richman 
stressed the similarity between 
legal secretaries and their coun- 


gratulated the Monmouth Legal 
Secretaries Association and oth- 
|er Legal Secretaries Associations 
throughout the State, on the 
| work they are doing as a group 
| in public relations. 

Judges in attendance included 
Howard Ewart, Clifton Bennett, 
J. Edward Knight, John C. Gior- 
dano, Elvin R. Simmill, Alton W. 
Evans and Edward J. Ascher. 
State Senator Richard R. Stout 
was also among those in attend- 
' ance. 
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JUDGE G. DIXON SPEAKMAN 
AT es 

A voice we loved is stilled. 

The sudden passing of Superior Court Judge G. Dixon Speak- 
man, Essex County’s conscientious and energetic Assignment Judge, 
stunned his many friends throughout New Jersey. The state’s 
Judges and lawyers all feel deeply the personal loss of a warm 
friend and an exceptional colleague. 

In the course of his active practice, he participated in some 
ot the most important cases of the last quarter century. He was 
one of the state’s leading advocates when he was appointed to the 


County Court in 1951. Two years later he was advanced to the | 


Superior Court. During his five years on the bench, he exemplified 
the high caliber, human understanding, integrity and devotion to 
duty that this state’s widely-acclaimed judicial system requires of 
its judges for its successful operation. 


courts in the state’s mest populous county and as a busy trial judge | 


who assigned to himself every type of case—law, equity, criminal— 
he has left a proud record. 

Judge Speakman had the character, breadth of vision and 
friendly disposition that endeared him to all persons who Knew 
him. He had a zest for living which he heartily shared with others. 
He also had certain spiritual qualities that were sensed by those 
who were privileged to enjoy close association with him. It seemed 
quite natural that he should be chosen to write our annual Christ- 
mas editorials while he was an associate editor of the Law Journal. 
More than a great lawyer and a very learned judge, G. Dixon 
Speakman was, in the highest sense of the term, a 
Gentleman. 

Our heartfelt sympathy goes to his family and close associates. 
May they find comfort in this sad hour in the memories of his 
rugged character, his many attainments and warm personality. 


AN URGENT STATUTORY AMENDMENT 

The recent decision of our State Supreme Court in the Fifth 
Street Pier Corporation case (79 N. J. L. J. 421) has made more | 
urgent than ever the need for legislation to enable the Division of | 
Tax Appeals to expedite the handling of its increasingly heavy case | 
load. The need for reform was apparent for sometime prior to the | 
decision. During the past few years the adjudicative process of | 
the Division has been sought in a wave of new types of litigation— | 
particularly, in cases involving distribution of State aid to schools, 
in county equalization cases involving disputes between municipal- 
ities within the county, in individual discrimination cases, and in 
railroad cases on a discrimination basis as compared to local assess- 
ments. bviously discrimination cases necessarily involve lengthier 
nearings and substantially more time for study and deliberation by 
the Division than do individual true value assessment cases which 
heretofore constituted a large percentage of the Division's work. 
Accordingly, the additional salutary requirement affixed to the 
adjudicative process of the Division by the Court in the Fifth Street 
Pier case—i.e., requiring the Division to allow the parties to file 
exceptions to panel reports — merely accentuates the need for 
legislative action. As the Court aptly put it, this additional re- 
quirement will allow the parties the opportunity which due process 
affords them in the administrative process. It is reasonable to 
expect that approximately one month will now be added to the 
time required in each case for adjudication by the Division. 

The Division unquestionably plays an extremely important role 
in the economic life of the State and of every community in the 
State. ts judgments affect practically every phase of that 
economic life — the important tax dollars paid by home owners, 
industries and railroads; the distribution of State aid to our 
schools; and other important phases of the tax field. The public 
interest, accordingly, demands expeditious treatment of the dis- 
putes before this administrative agency. The Division has amply 
demonstrated its full willingness to shoulder its new, mounting and 
burdensome caseload — but it cannot be expected to expedite its 
adjudicative process under existing statutory restrictions. 

One immediate form of relief can be afforded by an amend- 
ment, at the current session of the Legislature, to the statute au- 
thorizing reference of cases to Division panels. At present the 
statute requires that any such reference of a matter by the Division 
—for the taking of testimony and report — be to “two or more of 
its members, at least one of whom shall be an attorney-at-law”. 
Six of the seven members of the agency are members of the bar. 
There is no logical reason why authority should not be granted to 
the Division to refer, in its discretion, for hearing and report, 
matters pending before it to but one of its lawyer members, thus 
per ing a far greater spread of the caseload than is now possible. 
Delegation of hearing authority to a single agency member would 
represent no innovation in the field of administrative law in our 
State. Long ago, in considering the work of another important 
administrative agency, i.e, the Board of Public Utility Commis- 
sioners, the Legislature appropriately provided that the members 
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Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: | gations on the assumption that 
|/no man will lie regardless of mo- 


My feeling that the tax situa- 
tion in New Jersey adds up to an 
emergency that must be met 
with bold, imaginative action 
prompts me to address this note 
to you. The situation is now 
much more acute than it was 
two years ago when I first sug- 
gested a New Jersey Tax Con- 
vention, and I feel there will be 
no solution so long as thinking 
persists along the lines of piece- 
meal partisan legislation. 

I feel that if we can call upon 
the best minds in our State for 
ideas, and debate them in a pub- 
lic forum without the expedien- 
cies and restraints of politics, we 
can build a just and equitable 
tax structure. 

In this process, the influence 
of newspapers and the members 
of the Bar in molding and di- 
recting public opinion becomes 
a tremendously important fac- 
tor. 

This is a matter of concern to 
every citizen of the State, and 
should be approached on a non- 
partisan basis. 

FRANK W. SHERSHIN 


Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 

In your issue of November l, 
there appears an article by Hon. 
Edward Gaulkin, wherein he ex- 
| presses some thoughts and ideas 


|as to why a presentence report 
should not be made available 


'tives and no 


| to a defendant. In taking strong | 


| exception to the views which he | 
/it turned out that some twenty- 


expressed, I would like to em- 
| phasize that the withholding of 


| upon the probation officer or the 
sentencing judge is more or less 
| characteristic of the trend 
which is destroying the revered 
objectivity of the law. 

I am satisfied that there are 
| aS Many cases, and perhaps texts 
|also, supporting each view of 
| this matter. However, it is not 
| something to be settled by opin- 
fions or other authorities, but 
rather by wisdom and justice. If 
legislation is required, or even 
if constitutional amendments 
are necessary, the magnitude of 
the problem and the detail of 
the process should not deter us 
from seeking a good and wise 
result. 

The proponents of concealing 
or withholding a presentence re- 


| port from a defendant ought not 


to build imaginary straw men 
in an effort to illustrate their 


| cause. It is very doubtful in the 


vast majority of cases whether 
the length of a sentence will be, 
or ought to be, influenced by 
whether or not a defendant had 
a perfect record of attendance 
in grade school, or by whether 
or not he was tardy in coming 
to work. Certainly, even in ex- 
treme cases, if an investigator 
deems these items of sufficient 
gravity as to influence his re- 
commendation or the Court’s 
sentence, it requires naive logic 
to justify concealing these un- 
suspected elements from a de- 
fendant. It opens the door to 
the perpetration of the most out- 
rageous frauds. 

The so-called reliance upon 
the basic truth of informers or 
the judgment of investigators, 
and even the discretion of the 
sentencing judge, are perfectly 
understandable within limits. 
Not to question any of these 
would be tantamount to doing 


|/such a report and the reliance | 


two people will 
ever honestly disagree about 
either the existence or appear- 
ance of something. 

We ought to take a lesson in 
human nature from the historic 
witch trials in Massachusetts, 
with which every lawyer should 
have a speaking acquaintance. 
The informers very often were 
the so-called friends and rela- 
tives of the victims, and acted 
invariably from motives involv- 
ing jealousy or other personal, 
disreputable thoughts. A little 
later on, when the Colony of 
Massachusetts, horrified and 
ashamed of what it had done, 
passed legislation to pay dam- 
ages to the relatives of the vic- 
tims who had paid the supreme 
penalty because of the tempor- 
ary hysteria, it turned out that 
in many instances these same 
informers claimed the damages 
as the next of kin to the persons 
whose death they were respons- 
ible for. This may represent 
some extreme of man’s inhu- 
manity to man, but the principle 
itself is by no means absent in 
modern society. 

It is a known fact, to which 
many trial lawyers can attest, 
that presentence reports, at 
times, are based upon nothing 
more than an unsigned news- 
paper item published in another 
part of the country. In a very 
recent case in my county here, 


five letters, addressed to a pre- 
siding judge on behalf of a de- 
fendant convicted in an atmos- 
phere of hysteria, went entirely 
unopened and unread, whereas 
special attention was given by 


ithe sentencing judge to a letter 


from a prosecuting attorney over 
a thousand miles away, wherein 
he elaborated upon newspaper 
articles in connection with an 
indictment which he had volun- 
tarily dismissed. This type of re- 
port is not exceptional, despite 
protestations of law enforcement 
agencies. 

There is no reason to expect 
the over-burdened trial judges to 
play devil’s advocate and sift 
the wheat from the chaff. Even 
if they were so inclined, they 
would be seriously handicapped 
attempting to do so, with slant- 
ed reports giving only one side 
of the picture. I thought that 
the trial judges were over-bur- 
dened only in metropolitan 
areas. I have come to know that 
this is pretty much a universal 
condition, existing even in the 
sparsely populated State of Ari- 
zona. 

The legal profession has not 
been sufficiently alert to the in- 
roads upon its traditions by 
which people have been lifted 
to a more exalted form of life 
and the human being has at- 
tained a new dignity. There is 
an unfortunate trend to patern- 
alism in the law, and a feeling 
that every judge is a philoso- 
pher, and better able to protect 
an individual’s welfare than is 
the individual himself. While 
there may be occasions when a 
person must be guarded against 
his own susceptibilities, there is 
never an occasion when he 
should be denied the opportun- 
ity to protect himself. A judge 
or an investigator or an inform- 
er of any kind who is unwilling 


away with all factual investi- | to have his statements scrutin- 








of that Board “may sit singly for the purpose of taking testimony 
any proceeding”. 

We fully recognize that the adoption of this suggested amend- 
ment can and will serve only as a temporary, stop-gap measure. 
The long-term solution to increasing calendar congestion in the 
Division requires a full study of the agency’s structure in the light 
of its new duties. This will entail consideration of the advisability 
of placing the Division members on a full time basis, with salaries 
commensurate with their important responsibilities and with rea- 
sonable tenure provisions. We earnestly hope that the Legislature 
will before long undertake this urgently needed study. We also 
look forward with interest to the report of the State Tax Committee 
of the State Bar Associatoin now studying the work of the Division. 


in 


ized and, indeed, even contra. 
| dicted, is lacking in the mors) 
fiber that goes to make a strono 
respected judicial system. Th. 
difficulties of trial, the time con. 
sumed in hearings, even the ex. 
pense entailed, is no excuse {o; 
a deprivation of rights and op 
portunities which have been ge. 
veloped over a period of nearly 
800 years. : 
There is a very large and re. 
spected group of attorney 
laymen who are very unha 
with the increase in the nu 
and types of laws administer 
on the basis of discretion 


a, 






uy ce. 





out any other objective boung 
aries. In both written and org) 







opinions, there are too 1 
situations where both trial an; 
appellate judges assume { 
positions of ancient chancel] 
operating by rule of thumb, ang 
even administering gastronomic 
justice, all on the excuse of dis. §;+ 
cretion or weight of evidence 
credibility, or some other si 
term distorted far beyond its in 
tended application. When this 
type of conduct is permitted ty 
enter the criminal fields and the 
sentencing of defendants 
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have an_- encroaching r, 
which can destroy the renabij-@:r 
itating processes beyond repair, § ‘ul 


Anyone who has tried ac 
before a loyalty review 
or before some ai the govern- 
mental agencies, which are no; 
required to rule on evidence or 
give reasons for opinions, 
appreciate the innate inju 
of passing sentence on ma 

















unknown to a defendant, e 
which he has no opportuni Dor 
|admit or deny or review. app 
maintaining a wholesome prop-@owr 
| er respect or reverence for judg-@ Dor 
es, we render them even greateri niec 
service and honor by helping 


them to act on the truth after 
a defendant has had full 
opportunity to sift it. We never ni, 
aid them or our profession when inst: 
we sacrifice principle for ¢x-:mc 
pediency, or personal rights 


11S 








no public employee can do wrong 
or commit error. Bent 
It is disturbing to find tha 
respected members of the 
who have justly earned 
exalted positions are unv 
to cope with the additiona 
dens necessary to insure 
basic elements of honor and fa: 
play. It is just as important fo 
a defendant to feel that he 
receiving justice and due pro 
cess as to actually receive them 
This result can never b C 
complished when action is basé 
on concealed reports. 
It was stated by the late Jus 
tice Brandeis that one 0 
truth was its ultimate a 
ance. I believe that any 
ought to feel more pride anc 4§. 
higher sense of achievem: 
meting out a sentence ha 
reports which have been t 
for their factual accu 
rather than on reports 
secret or confidential 
Justice, including the pass 
sentence in a _ criminal 
should always remain di 
tive. It must be an ind 
matter, and we should no 
cede to the paternalistic or 
thoritarian view that an un) 
sentence or an unfair methoc 
determining the sentence in 
particular case is warranted ° 
the benefit that may resul 
it to others. Men are not 
of society, and we should 
any practice that suggests = 
the slightest degree. 
Very truly yours, 
HYMEN D. GOLDBEF 


Glauberman To Addres 
Hudson Bar 








We Ge 

















Isadore Glauberman, 
known Jersey City trial anc 
pellate counsel, will 
speaker at the meeting 
Hudson County Bar Associ: 
tonight at the Hotel P/az = 
Jersey City. The subject 0 - 
talk has not been disclose¢. 
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(4) Sale of $5,000 worth of 
metal advertising displays to D, 































—e 
-Ontra- 
Pron (Continued from page 1) 
‘5 (ani _ 
“a The formed by an expert, whom she 
he COn- | .ad engaged to appraise its val- 
‘Ne €x- Fue, that it was 4 years old and 
use for Jad been used and rebuilt be- 
Nd op- Fiore she bought it. B then im- 
"EN de- Fnediately notified S that she 
Né€arly Jeected to rescind the sale be- 
-guse Of his breach of warranty 
; the piano was new. She 
rendered the piano to S and de- 


manded the return of the pur- 


1an 


shase price. S refused. What are 
3's rights? 
5. Paul Pepper sued Dora Dean 


for $1,000 on a promissory note 
r that amount signed “Dora 
ean by John James, Attorney” 
‘a Dean had appointed John 
es, a realtor, her attorney 
n fact, by an instrument read- 
g as follows: “I Dora Dean, 
hereby appoint John James my 
3ttorney in fact to sell and con- 
‘rol all my real estate, to execute 
3] deeds and other instruments 
onnection therewith, to pay 
s and insurance on my real 
te, to mortgage any real es- 
‘ate Owned by me and make and 
liver all promissory notes nec- 
rv in the premises, hereby 
ting unto my said attorney 
‘ull power and authority to act 
in the premises as fully and ef- 
lally as I might do if per- 


ot > ee 








72) 





ng 





snally present. (Signed) Dora 
Dean.’ 

Pursuant to this power of at- 
‘orney, John James borrowed 
31.000 from Paul Pepper on the 


note above described, telling him 
the money was to pay taxes for 
Dean. Instead, John James 
ppropriated the money to his 
own purposes. In a suit against 
Dora Dean on the note, she de- 
d liability. Decide the case. 
Upon leaving home for 
trip, John Deere signed 
blank checks, 

















6. a 
jusiness 


undated 





two 










fe nevetixhich he gave to his wife with 
yn when instructions to fill them for any 
for ex; ounts she needed for house- 
his and 20 expenses. She put the 
ion tha@fchecks in a handbag, which she 
O wrong nadvertently left on a restaur- 

int table. Henry Piper, an em- 
nd tha@loyee of the restaurant, found 
the Bagge handbag and took the 
ad theiggchecks. He dated both checks, 









in one for $50 and the oth- 
+ for $100, making both 





pay 








are tale to “Cash’. The same day, 
and faim gave the $50 check to 
ich ae rge Holden in payment for a 
st he qjsut of clothes, and cashed the 
ue progg 200 check at the National Bank 
“ heme 2p0n which it was drawn. Hold- 
ho acl Was well acquainted with 

Piper and reasonably believed 





a was 


he was honest. Piper 
not known to the teller at 
k who cashed the $100 check, 
the teller did not require 
r to identify himself, or to 


the 














. As soon as John Deere dis- 
‘overed the loss of the checks, 
i¢ notified the Bank to stop 
ayment upon them. This notice 

ed the Bank after it had 
the $100 check, but before 
iden presented the $50 check 
payment. When Holden pre- 
ed the $50 check to the Bank 





xn K 
Tt payment, the Bank refused 


0 pay it. 


charge the amount of the $100 
check to John Deere’s account? 

(2) May Holden compel John 
Deere to pay the amount of the 
$50 check? 

7. C, a resident of Southamp- 
ton, England, delivered to B Co., 
a common carrier, incorporated 


a regular customer, 


lution of the firm in the locker 
room at the country club; 

(5) Sale of 
metal tool boxes to E, who had 
once before purchased 
boxes from XYZ Company and 


under the laws of Great Britain, could have learned about the| 
and duly authorized to do busi- dissolution if he had inquired| 
ness in N. J., 20 bales of cloth at the local credit bureau. 

to be shipped from Southamp- As to each of these transac- | 
ton, consigned to the order of A, tions, state whether XYZ Com- 
in Hoboken. B Co. transported | pany is bound or not bound. | 


Give reasons 

9. The X Corporation manu-|} 
factures machine tools. Its two! 
principal competitors are Y Cor- 
poration and Z Corporation. The 
five directors of X Corporation 
are Black, White, Brown, Green, 
and Crimson. At a duly called 
meeting of the board of direc- 
tors of X Corporation in Jan. 
1956, the following business was 
transacted. All 5 directors were} 
present and voted as indicated. 

(1) A contract for the pur- 
chase of $1,000,000 worth of steel 
from the D Company, of which 
Black, White, and Brown are di- 
rectors, was discussed and ap-| 


all merchandise, regardless of 
value, at the same rate, and C 
paid the usual freight charges 
based on the weight of the ship- 
ment. The goods were sent un- 
der a through bill of lading, 
which contained the following 
provisions, which were valid and 
enforceable under the laws of 
Great Britain: 

“The carrier shall not be re- 
sponsible for any loss or damage 
arising from theft, whether by 
employees of the carrier or not, 
nor shall the carrier be respon- 
sible for any act or omission, 
negligence, default or error of 
judgment of any agent of the 
carrier. 

“All claims for loss or damage 
to any goods shall be adjusted 
upon the basis of the market 
value of the goods at the time 
and place of the original ship- 
ment, provided, however, that in 
no case shall the carrier be 
liable for any loss or damage to 
such goods in excess of $100 for 
any one package. 


proved by a unanimous vote. 
(2) The purchase from Crim-| 
son of a 10 acre tract of unim-| 
proved land as a new plant site 
for $10,000 discussed and| 
approved by a unanimous vote. | 
(3) There was a lengthy dis-| 
cussion about entering into ne-| 
gotiations for the purchase of} 
Y Corporation, which allegedly | 
was about to be sold for around | 
“This contract shall be gov-| $25,000,000. By a 3 to 2 vote it | 
erned by the laws of Great Brit- | ¥25 decided to open such 
ain” |negotiations. Three months 
, } later, Green purchased Y Cor- 

The goods were shipped from) poration for $20,000,000. 
Southampton in a ship owned |" Shortly thereafter, a new!| 
and operated by B Co. After the | board of directors for X Cor- 
ship reached Hoboken, it was| poration took office. X Corpor-| 
sath hee bee sofa bg aenn | 280m, NOW, sues, co. rescind is 
i € ori S j | ‘ ¢ ) wit} | 
ployee of B Co., as a result of B. ert (3) we eee 


was 


not 


sues 


in Ie Sauer? and (2) with Crimson and (3) | 
Co.’s negligence in failing tO} ¢, compel Green to assign to X 
maintain proper custody of the| Corporation his contract for the 
cargo. Although the value of 


purchase of Y Corporation. 

Decide each suit. 

10. (a) On Dec. 1, 1955, Ira, who 
had been born Oct. 15, 1935, 
opened an account to buy and! 
sell stocks on margin with B, a 
broker in Newark. He purchased | 
through B 200 shares of X Co. 
stock for $6,000, paying $3,000 on | 
account, and agreed that B hold 
the stock as security for the bal-| 
ance of the purchase price. In| 
June, 1956, this stock increased | 
in value to $8,000. Ira then tried | 
to buy a yacht from B for $4,000 | 
payable Sept. 1, 1956. B refused | 
to sell except for cash unless S,| 


the cloth was not stated in the 
bill of lading, it was reasonably | 
worth $1,000 per bale in Ho- 
boken, and $500 per bale at 
Southampton. A sued B Co. in 
the Hudson County Court for 
$3,000. May he recover? 

8. XYZ Company, a partner- 
ship, was dissolved, but no no- 
tice of dissolution was published. 
Thereafter, X, one of the former 
partners, purporting to act on 
behalf of the partnership, enter- 
ed into the following transac- 
tions, all of which would have 
otherwise bound the partner- 


ship if dissolution had not taken| 7,4°5 father cuaranteed pay- 

place: Gee ee gar 

: ment of the purchase price. S 
(1) Purchase of 20 tons of . Pp | 


thereupon gave B the requested 
guaranty in writing, and B de- 
livered the yacht to Ira. In July, 
the yacht was completely de-| 
Stroyed by fire without Ira’s 
fault. Ira then notified B that| 
he disaffirmed the contract for | 
the yacht would not pay| 
him. B sued and S for the} 
$4,000. They interposed the de-| 


steel from A, who had never be- 
fore heard of XYZ Company; 

(2) Purchase of 100 gallons of 
paint from B, with whom XYZ 
Company had regularly done 
business and to whom a letter 
of notice of dissolution had been 
sent but not received, B having 
no other knowledge of dissolu- | 


and 
ana 


Tra 
lra 


tion; fens eats Snes 7 : 
, ense of Ira’s infancy and dis-| 
(3) Purchase of $1,000 worth! afirmance. Decide the case. | 
of hardware from C, who had (b) On Sept. 10, 1956. Ira in- | 


done no previous business with 


who had} 
previously learned of the disso-| 


$2,000 worth of| 


some | 


| secret, 


|of the Oregon State Bar, was | 





Complex Disciplinary Problems Confronting 
Several State Bars 





Complex disciplinary problems,involve alleged solicitation of 
have arisen in scattered sections | clients through union agents in 
of the country in recent months |injury cases. By action of the 
| to plague the grievance commit- | House of Delegates at the an- 
| tees of state and local bar asso-|nual meeting in Dallas, the 
ciations. Several have involved/ American Bar Association also 
widespread publicity in the daily | will file a brief in this case. 
press, creating related public} Texas—-Under the heading 
opinion problems. |“Ambulance Chasers Beware,” 

In every instance, the bar as- | General Counsel John R. Grace 
sociations at either local or state | of the State Bar of Texas pub- 
levels are taking the lead in cor- | lished in the Texas Bar Journal 
rective action. They also are|2 Warning directed specifically 
considering anew various means | tO a “very small percentage” of 
of avoiding recurrence of the | Texas lawyers who, he said, are 
difficulties. Here is a capsule | damaging the entire profession 
run-down of developments: by unethical practices. He wrote: 


i “Considerable evidence is being 
Florida—After a Dade County |}, ought to light which indicates 
(Miami) grand jury urged the 


- | that numerous ‘runners’ are be- 
removal of two judges and two ing employed by some of the 
attorneys in a critical report 0n | jayvers of Texas. The grievance 
their handling of estates, the committees of the State Bar of 
Florida Bar announced its griev- 


itt id lei Texas are alert to this racket. 
Se Ce Wome Coane Every effort will be made to deal 
an investigation with a view to 


disciplinary action in the Su- | Srmly with these whe engage am 


preme Court. In spite of the fact “ ponte mame a7 
that Florida law requires that ne ee ee 
such inquiries be conducted in 
some segments of the 
press in the state have accused 
the bar of delay. The situation 
points up the public relations 
problem arising from widespread 
publicity about initial charges, 
and the necessarily careful and 
deliberate investigations that 
must ensue before any discip- 
linary action can result. Mean- 
while, the Dade County Bar As- 
sociation offered to aid in pro-| The faculty of the school will 
viding counsel for members of | include Professor L. C.B. Gower, 
the grand jury sued by one of | Professor R. H. Graveson, Pro- 
the attorneys for $500,000 in a/|fessor Dennis Lloyd and other 
civil action. —— — = a 
,, | the University o ondon. e 
cred a hs thnual necting, ana |meeting of the International 
ultimately declined to adopt at Bar Association will take place 
this time, a recommendation of in London during the period of 


a special committee favoring an the course and it is expected 
pr aoe preset eee that some legal authorities at- 

3 y : ] tending this meeting, who might 
covering all Oregon lawyers. 


a not otherwise be available, will 
Glenn R. Jack, former president give lectures at the school. The 


cost of the course is approxi- 
mately $233 which includes 
board, residence, tuition and 
cost of organized weekday ex- 
cursions. 

Inquiries about the course may 
be addressed to the Institute of 
International Education, 1 East 
67th Street, New York 21, N. Y. 
The deadline for applications is 
March 30, 1957. 








Six Week Course 
In London 


The University of London will 
offer a new six week course in 
English Law and Jurisprudence 
in 1957. Admission is open only 
to students enrolled in accredit- 
ed law schools and to graduates 
in law. 





chairman of the committee 
which declared that while not 
more than “one in 1,000” lawyers 
was untrustworthy the public is 
inclined to blame the profession 
when any defalcation occurs. 
The majority report held that 
an insurance program would 
protect the profession and bol- | 
ster public confidence. A minor- 
ity report attacked the plan as 
uncertain in cost and complex 
to administer. The Oregon re- | 
port said similar insurance plans! Newark maintains a ffile of 
are under consideration in| placement and clerkship oppor- 
Florida, Rhode Island, gh no | tunities. 


The Rutgers Law school at 





and Oklahoma, although no —_— 
state yet has a plan in effect. 


Illinois—The Supreme Court | 
for the first time in memory ap- | 
pointed a special commissioner | 
to consider “questions that have | 
arisen as to the practices of the 
Brotherhood of Railroad Train- | 
men and similar organizations | 
in employing lawyers to render 
service to their members in per- 
sonal injury cases, and the prac- 
tices of individual lawyers in 
connection with those cases... . 


Lawyers 
Protective 
Insurance 


You are insured under this policy 
against claims arising from any 
negligent act, error, or omission 
occurring in the performance of 
professional service rendered to 





duced C, another broker, to take 


| This inquiry is an investigation 


your clients. 


XYZ Company but knew of the 


May existence of the firm; 


the Bank properly 


+ 
— 
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MORRIS WAXMAN and Associates 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


Depositions Before Trial 850 BROAD ST. 
NEWARK, N. J. 


Mitchell 3-1440 








Air-Conditioned Hearing Room Available 

















BEF Specialists 
APPENDICES AND 
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| retained title until payment by 
| X of the four notes for $100 each 


over his account with B. C paid 
B the $3,000 balance and re-| 
ceived the 200 shares of X Co.| 
stock then orth $10,000. On 
Oct. 1, 1956, this stock had gone 
down in value to $3,500, and Ira} 
then told C to sell the stock. C} 
did so and paid Ira the balance} 
of $500. On Oct. 8, 1956, Ira noti- | 
fied C that he disaffirmed the} 
transaction and demanded that} 
C pay him $6,500. C refused to} 
do so. On Oct. 25, 1956, Ira com- | 
menced an action against C to| 





a 


a 


11. S Scale Co. sold a delica-/} 
tessen scale to X under a con-| 
ditional bill of sale, in which S| 


| 


| recover $6,500. Decide the case. | 


which X gave to S in payment 
thereof. The conditional bill of 
sale was immediately filed in 
Bergen County, where X’s store 
was located and the scale was to 








(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 


Write today for descriptive 
pamphlets and schedule of rates 


FRED W. ANDRES 
COMPANY 


1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2, N. J. 


| of a condition, and not the acts 
of any designated person and 
|for these reasons the Commis- | 
| sioner will not conduct public 
|hearings until the report is 
made.” The Illinois State Bar| 
Association and the Chicago Bar | 
Association both have filed ap- 
pearances in the hearings, which 
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(Continued from page 5) 


be used. S promised delivery of 
the scale to X within 3 days. On 
the same day when the condi- 
tional bill of sale was executed 
and filed, S sold to F, a finance 
company, its rights under the 
conditional sales contract, en- 
dorsing over to F the 4 notes ex- 
ecuted and delivered to it by X. 

A delay of 4 weeks having oc- 
curred before delivery, X re- 
fused to accept the scale, and it 
was returned by the truckman 
to S, whose store and ware- 
house were in Bergen County. A 
week later, P saw and bought 
the scale from S in its store, 
paying the full price therefor. 

S paid F the first $300 due 
under the notes, but failed in 
business and did not pay F the 
remaining $100. F learned of the 
whereabouts of the scale and 
made demand upon P therefor, 
but P refused to turn it over to 
F, contending that P had not 
been told by S of the outstand- 
ing conditional bill of sale to X. 

F sued P in replevin. 

Who is entitled to the scale? 

12. On Feb. 5, 1954, B was de- 
clared bankrupt and his credi- 
tors listed as: X,-Y and Z. On 
Sept. 10, 1954, the bankrupt 
estate was administered, and 
there remained, after payment 
of ail costs of administration, 
the sum of $4700 for distribution 
among B’s creditors. 

On Sept. 11, 1954, X received 
$2500 as his pro rata share on 
account of his claim, leaving a 
balance due him thereon of 


$2500. The pro rata share of Y | 


was $1200, and that of Z $1000. 
Y was 18 years of age and a stu- 
dent at the Sorbonne, in Paris; 
and Z was employed in the oil 
fields of Iran. Neither was repre- 
sented in the bankruptcy pro- 
ceeding, and their respective 
shares were deposited with the 
bankruptcy court. 

On June 6, 1956, X applied to 
the bankruptcy court for an or- 
der directing payment of the 
court-held $2200.00 toward the 
balance due on his claim. B, Y 
and Z opposed this application, 
each contending that this sum 
should be paid to him. 

To whom should this money be 
paid, if to anyone? 
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i his title 


| been destroyed by fire, and the| 
disposal system of the new house | 








owns the cemetery where Testa- 
trix is buried has also inter- 


13. In 1920, Johnson owned! Was connected to the existing | vened, claiming that A should 
two adjoining lots. On Lot One| drains and cesspool of the old | 
stood a building, the easterly | house. There were no surface in- | 
wall of which was on the bound-| dications of the existence of the| of the cemetery. 


ary line between the two lots 
without encroaching on Lot Two. 
In that year, he erected an ad- 
jacent structure on Lot Two, the 
westerly wall of which was laid 
against and supported by the 
building on Lot One. He convey- 
ed Lot Two to Baker in 1921 and 
Lot One to Carlson in 1925. The 
deeds described the lots by ref- 
erence to the recorded map and 
were promptly recorded. Neither 
deed contained a grant or a res- 
ervation of a support easement. 
After Baker had enjoyed the 
support of Carlson’s wall for 33 
years, Carlson served notice up- 
on Baker that the building on 
Lot One would be replaced with 
a new structure, and that Baker 
should protect the structure on 
his land during the construction 
period. Baker’ did _ nothing. 
Thereafter, the building on Lot 
One was removed, and, notwith- 
standing the employment of 
sound engineering practices by 
Carlson, Baker’s building col- 
lapsed. Baker sued Carlson for 
damages. Decide the case. 

14. A. the record title owner of 
Blackacre, executed a deed of 
vacant property to B which was 
absolute on its face. The deed 


was delivered, however, with the | 


express oral agreement that it 
should not be recorded untii B 
paid A $1000. B entered into 
possession of the property, show- 
ed his deed to C and persuaded 
C to buy the land, although he 
made no mention of his agree- 
ment with A as to the recording 
of his deed. Upon C’s payment of 
the purchase price, B executed 
a deed to him which C recorded 
immediately. B, 
$1000, but before B could record 
his deed from A, A executed a 
quitclaim deed of the property 
to D, who purchased for value 
without actual notice of the pri- 
or instruments, and who record- 
ed immediately. D believed from 
search that A owned 
the land. 

In an action to establish title 
as between C and D, who should 
prevail? 

15. Your client is considering 
the purchase from M of a $25,000 
first mortgage on Greenfields, 
premises in Sussex County, N. J., 
consisting of a house and two 
acres of ground. He is concern- 
ed about possible rights that 
may exist against the property 
and which might impair the se- 
curity. He asks your opinion, 
giving you the following facts: 

The premises are situated on 


'the north side of a public road 


and are bounded on the west by 
the property of A. In 1930, A 
erected a picket fence along 
what he thought was the bound- 
ary line between his property 
and Greenfields and laid out 
and maintained until 1951 a 
vegetable garden along a 30-foot 
wide strip just west of the fence. 
In 1951, O, the owner of Green- 
fields, as the result of a survey 
which he had made of his prop- 
erty, discovered that the picket 
fence was 15 feet east of the 
original boundary line. He called 
this to A’s attention, who, after 
investigation, agreed with him, 
apologized, and removed his 
fence to the original boundary 
line. 

Greenfields is bounded on the 
east by land owned by B. Both 
properties formerly belonged to 
X, and X had built what is now 


B’s dwelling on the foundations | 


of an old farmhouse that had 
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| drains or cesspool and the exact | 
| location of the cesspool was un- | 
|} known to X. When &, in 1945, 
|sold Greenfields to O, neither | 
party realized that the cesspool 
was within the boundary lines of 
Greenfields. In 1950, X sold B’s 
property to him, B assuming 
that the disposal system was 
wholly located on the property 
he was buying. It has now been 
discovered that the cesspool is 
20 feet inside the boundary lines 
of Greenfields. 

In Jan. 1954, O borrowed $25,000 
from M, giving as security a first 
mortgage on Greenfields. M’s 
inortgage was promptly record- 
ed. It is this mortgage that your 
client considers buying. | 

What would you advise your 
client concerning the rights, if 
any, of A and B? 

16. T, by his will dated May 1, 
1950, devised “‘my house at Wa- 
ding River, N. J. to my beloved 
wife, Mary.” The will gave his 
residuary estate to his daughter, 
Diane. In 1952, the devised prop- 
erty was taken under eminent | 
domain by the N. J. Highway 
Authority. Using the proceeds, 
T, in 1952, repurchased from the} 
Highway Authority the house} 
and 5 | 


moved it approximately 5} 
miles from its original situs to a| 
lot in Jumping Brook, N. J., | 
which lot was also purchased | 
with 


the proceeds of the con- 


vorced his wife, Mary, on the} 
ground of adultery. In 1955, T| 
remarried. T’s second wife was | 
also named Mary. T died in 1956, | 


| leaving the 1950 will unchanged, | 


| 


in turn, paid A| 


and survived by his first wife, | 
Mary, his second wife, Mary, | 
and his daughter, Diane. T own- 
ed at death the house and prop- 
erty in Jumping Brook, N. J. 

(a) Who is entitled to this 
real estate? 

(b) Would your answer be the 
same, if T had never sold and 
moved the house from Wading 
River, but, at his death, the 
house was in Wading River, all 
other facts as to marriage, di- 


vorce, and survivorship being 
the same? 
17. (a) On June 1, 1945, T, a 


resident of State X duly execu- 
ted her will, but only one wit- 
ness, W, attested its execution. 
One witness was sufficient under 
the law of State X. By this will, 
T bequeathed $1000 to A, $1000 
to B and her residuary estate to 
C. On May 1, 1955, T, then a resi- 
dent of N. J., duly executed in 
N. J., a codicil which T referred 
to as “Codicil to my Will of June 
1, 1945”. The only two provisions 
in this codicil were (a) an ex- 
press revocation of the $1000 be- 
quest to A; and (b) a bequest of 
$500 to W. The execution of this 
codicil was attested by C and B,} 
above mentioned, as witnesses. T 
executed no other will or codi- | 
cil before T died on Jan. 1, 1956, | 
a resident of N. J. What are the} 
rights, if any, of W, A, B and C 
in T’s real and personal property 
in N. J. by virtue of the above 
will and codicil? 

(b) What would your answer 
be if the will of June 1, 1945 had 
been witnessed by W and U? 

18. Testatrix bequeathed ll 
her personal property as follows: 
“To A in trust for such of my 
nieces as he shall select, but if 
A does not select any niece, in 
trust for such beneficial pur- 
poses as he shall determine; and 
failing this, in trust for perpetu- 
al maintenance of my plot in 
the cemetery where I am bur- 
ied.’”’ A has failed to select either 
of Testatrix’s two nieces, B and 
C, and proposes to turn the 
| property over absolutely to the | 
American Red Cross if the court | 
will permit. B and C have sued | 
A to establish their claim, and | 
Testatrix’s other next-of-kin 
have intervened to establish | 
| their rights. The church which 


}on her 


be compelled to turn the prop- 
erty over to it for maintenance 


What are the rights of the 
parties? 

19. Are there any provisions in 
our present N. J. Constitution 
covering the following matters 
expressly? If so, what is the pro- 
vision? 

(a) Limiting the right to im- 
prison a person for debt. 

(b) Determining how the 
Governor will be selected if the 
two highest candidates have a 
tie vote in the general election 
to fill that office. 

(c) Providing 
determining that 


method for 
the office of 


a 


| Governor will become vacant be- 
‘cause of his physical or mental 


disability. 

(d) Fixing the mumber 
judges of the Superior Court. 

(e) Giving the Supreme Court 
any original jurisdiction. 

20. Are the _ following 
constitutional? Give a 
reason for your answer. 

(a) A municipal ordinance re- 
quiring a permit from the mayor 
of the municipality for any per- 
son to make a public address in 
a public park or on _ public 
grounds. 

(b) A municipal ordinance as 
in (a) above, but with the power 
in the mayor to refuse the per- 
mit only for the purpose of pre- 
venting riots, disturbances or 
disorderly assemblage. 

(c) A law requiring a permit 


of 


laws 
brief 


|demnation award. In 1954 T di-| from the local government and 


the payment of a license fee not 
exceeding $300, to be determined 
on the facts in each case, to 
hold a parade on the public 
streets, with power to refuse the 
permit on considerations of the 
time, place and manner of the 
parade to conserve the public 
convenience, the fee to meet the 
expense incidental to the main- 
tenance of public order. 

(d) A law providing: “No per- 
son shall address any offensive, 
derisive or annoying word to any 
other person who is lawfully in 
any street or other public place, 
nor call him by any offensive or 
derisive name.” For example, if 
a street speaker called a passing 
policeman a 
teer.” 

21.H and W, husband and 
wife, lived in Ridge, N. J. On 
Sept. 1, 1950, W learned that H 
had committed adultery and 
charged him with it. H admitted 
his infidelity, whereupon, W left 
their home and went to live with 
her mother. 

Three months later, through 
the importunities of H, their 
minister, and W’s mother, W 
agreed to return to H’s home and 
forgive him, but conditioned on 
his never committing adultery 
again. H agreed to this condi- 
tion. 

W returned to H’s home, but, 
insistence, occupied a 
separate bedroom and did not 
have sexual relations with him. 
H and W attended social func- 
tions together and outwardly 
appeared to have reconciled 


| their differences. 


In 1951, W saw H with an at- 
tractive blonde having dinner at 
a famous night spot. W returned 
home, packed her bag and 
moved to her mother’s home. 
She remained there until 1956, 
rejecting H’s explanations and 


“damned _ racke- | 
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| his entreaties to return to him. 3 
In 1956, H, realizing the furijj:, — 
|of further entreaties to W to re. 
| turn to him, brought suit for qj. 
vorce on the ground of dese; e 
tion. W opposed the divorce ang 
defended on the fact of 
adultery in 1950. 


Decide the case. os 

22. D borrowed $10,000 fro 
C, who was not related to h a 
by blood or marriage, to be re. Hes 
paid within 5 years with ih‘eres- n 
at 6%. D executed and delivereg 
to C a mortgage on N. J <] 
estate owned by D to secure th: 
payment of the $10,000. A fr; 
insurance policy on this rea! es 
tate in the sum of $10,000 wa 
taken out by C with X Fire In- 
surance Co., insuring D as owner 
and C as mortgagee. At the same 
time, C also took out a life in- 
surance policy for $20,000 on 
life with Y Life Insurance C 
in which C was named benefici- 
ary, and in which D had no righ: 
to change the beneficiary. ¢ 
paid the premiums on both poli- 
cies. 

Thereafter, C sold and assign- 
ed to B the D mortgage and re- 
ceived therefor $10,000. C a] 
handed over to B the fire in : 
ance policy covering this prop-#F*" 
erty. 

On the following day, 
property caught fire and 3 
completely destroyed, and D was 
killed in the fire. 

After the fire, C by writing 
assigned the fire policy and his 
rights thereunder to B. The in- 
surance companies refused to 
pay under either the life or fire 
policy. B sued X Fire Insurance 
Co. and C sued Y Life Insurance 
Co. Should either B or C recov- 
er? 

23. D was tried upon an in- 
dictment for murder. The prose 
cutor addressed the jury 
announced that the State ¥ 
not ask the death penalty. 

At the close of the State's 
case, at the end of the first day 
of trial, defense counsel anc 
prosecutor agreed with the 
gestion of the trial judge 
since the State was not as 
for the death penalty, the 
be permitted to return to ther 
homes each night during the 
balance of the trial, and this wa: 
done. The prosecutor, in his 
closing argument to the jury. re- 
iterated that the State w 
asking for the death penalty 

In its charge, the court said t0 
the jury, inter alia: “The 
cutor, in his opening re 
and closing statement, has 
you that the State is not 
for the death penalty. How 
I am charging you that, if ou 
find the defendant guilty @ 
murder in the first degree. you 
may return your verdict 
out any recommendation 
imprisonment, in which 
the penalty would be deat! 

The jury returned a ver 
guilty of murder in the fir 
gree without any recomm 
tion. From the judge’s sent 
of death D appealed, alle 
errors committed on the basis 
the above facts. 

Decide the appeal. 


(To be concluded) 
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Presiding Judges and Supervising Clerks 





hct Courts are hereby designated, 
siding Judges and Supervisin 





Presiding Judge 

Hon. John D. Lynn 
Hon. Walter H. Conklin 
Hon. Furman W. Reev 
Hon. 
Hon. 


junty 








Alton V. Evans 


George R. Morrison 


ORDERED that the following judges and clerks of the County Dis- 


pursuant to N.J.S. 2A:6-13, 17, the 


2 g Clerks in the counties indicated for 
-e calendar year 1957, and the principal office of the courts in such 
ynties shall be in the city indicated 


Principal 
Supervising Clerk Office 


Frank H. Moloney Hackensack 
Louis Hecht Newark 
Henry W. Murphy Jersey City 


N. Brunswick 
Long Branch 


Jeanette Horowitz 
Roy Bowman 


z porris Hon. Wm. H. H. Ely Louis Marion Morristown 
= pssalC Hon. Arthur C. Dunn Marie Chadwick Paterson 
J. rez] Mion Hon, Carroll W. Hopkins RalphH. Martone Elizabeth 
re th By the Court, 
A firs S/ Arthur T. Vanderbilt, C. J. 


IRDERED that pursuant to 
1:16 the following are ap- 
d to the Ethics and Griev- 
Committees in the 
nd for the terms indicated: 
nefici- TERM EXPIRING ON 
) righ: DEC. 31st OF THE 
ry YEAR NOTED 
UNTY AND MEMBERS 

antic County 


coun- 


on D pce 





es"80- Gon Lloyd, Jr., Chairman 1957 
~~... Meniel J. Dowling 1959 
zustine A. Repetto 1958 
teelman 1957 


rgen County 








D's @@:on T. Lasher, Chairman 1957 

vas @™ymond G. Betsch 1959 

torge F. Losche 1959 

-wis D. Mowry, Jr. 1959 

times A. Major 1958 

“arles C. Shenier 1958 

ie j orge A. Smith 1958 

sed to@eand F. Ferry 1957 

or fire@ul T. Huckin 1957 
urance @urlington County 

urancé@ K. Heilbron, Chairman — 1957 


Tecov- Minh W. Haines 






















_ @rtin L. Haines 1958 
Nn i0-@iuis B. LeDuc 1958 
S€- Bpert W. Criscuolo 1957 
aumden County 
avid F. Greenberg 1957 
pe eph Tomaselli 1959 
SL  gpeph $= Lipkin 1958 
u. Malter N. Read 1958 
“Billiam G. Bischoff 1957 
ape May County 
an E. Boswell, Chairman 1957 
a srt F. Campbell 1959 
4 ivin W. Bradway 1958 
1c the Millet Hand 1958 
nis wasMfumberland County 
his L. Horuvitz, Chairman 1957 
iam Gallner 1959 
norMcarles E. Gant 1958 
valty emuel L. Shapiro 1958 
j toMethaniel Rogovoy 1957 









sex County 

H. Stamler, Chairman 1959 
fan J. Gibbons 1 
mes L. Lafferty 
“holas Conover English 1958 












, es Danzig 1958 
‘Menk C. O’Brien 1958 
nur J. Connolly 1957 
wiam L. Dill, Jr. 1957 
“Men V. Lowenstein 1957 


loucester County 





B. Marshall, Chairman 1957 
in J. Kitchen 1958 
Milton Hannold 1957 
=nk L. Johnson 1957 
adson County 
K. Roberson, Chairman 1957 
“oma 1959 
1959 
1G. Flanigan 1959 
“rles W. Broadhurst 1958 


—en F. Lynch 1958 

“lam McGlynn, Jr. 1958 

. Komas L. Morrissey 1957 

‘AUS BP" Rosenkranz 1957 
snoget faterdon County 

N. J. Xnox Felter, Chairman 1957 

ie C. Jefferson 1959 

Ehony M. Hauck, Jr. 1958 

win K. Large, Jr. 1958 


Ethics and Grievance Committees 


Mercer County 
C. P. Hutchinson, Chairman 1958 





B. Braddock Dinsmore 1959 
C ‘ford Jamieson 1959 
Maurice E. Gold 1958 
John J. Connell 1957 
Bruce H. French 1957 
Samuel Rudner 1957 
Middlesex County 

B. S. Seidman, Chairman 1958 
William D. Danberry 1959 
Huyler E. Romond 1959 
John A. Lynch 1958 
A. Dudley Watson 1957 


Monmouth County 


J. Victor Carton, Chairman 1958 


Howard W. Roberts 1959 
Sverre Sorenson 1958 
John V. Crowell 1957 
Robert H. Maida 1957 
Morris County 
E. F. Hillery, Chairman 1958 
John D. Collins 1959 
Ralph Porzio 1959 
Scott M. Long, Jr. 1957 
Ben D. White 1957 
Ocean County 
J. L. Yoder, Jr., Chairman . 1957 
David A. Veeder 1959 
Charles E. Rogers 1958 
William W. Whitson 1957 
Passaic County 
Benj. M. Taub, Chairman 1957 
Walter J. Hunziker 1959 
Edward G. Weiss 1959 
Edward F. Merrey, Jr. 1958 
Mendon Morrill 1958 
Salem County 
O. W. Acton, Jr., Chairman 1958 
S. Rusling Leap 1959 
H. Norris Mangan 1959 
Thomas L. Smith 1957 
Somerset County 
A. P. Kearns, Chairman 1958 
John H. Beekman, Jr. 1959 
Julius B. Cohen 1959 
Augustus S. Dreier 1957 
T. Girard Wharton 1957 
Sussex County 
John T. Madden, Chairman 1959 
Emanuel A. Honig 1959 
Frank G. Schlosser 1958 
Frederic G. Weber 1957 
Union County 
J. M. Mackenzie, Chairman 1957 
Sam J. Abraham 1959 
Joseph A. Lettieri 1959 
John A. Lombardi 1959 
William M. Beard 1958 
Warren J. Lynch 1958 
Maurice A. Scotch 1958 
Richard F. Green 1957 
David Needell 1957 
Warren County 
F. J. Kingsfield, Chairman 1957 
Clark C. Bowers 1959 
Alfred W. Seiss 1958 
Martin Bry-Nildsen, Jr. 1957 
FURTHER ORDERED that, 


upon the expiration of the term 
of any member, he shall con- 
tinue to serve until the appoint- 
ment of a successor; and 
FURTHER ORDERED that the 
members designated as chair- 
man shall serve as such until 
December 31, 1957. 
By the Court, 
/s/ Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 
C.J 
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| 
Character and Fitness | 
Committees | 

ORDERED that pursuant to} 

Rule 1:20-6 the following are ap- | 

pointed to the Committees on} 

Character and Fitness in the 

counties indicated for the year 

1957: 

Atlantic County 

Charles S. Moore, Chairman 

Wm. Elmer Brown, Jr. 

David Perskie 

Bergen County 

Frank H. Hennes 

Warren Dixon, Jr 

W. Adriance Kipp, Jr. 

Jesse B. Leslie 

Francis V. D. Lloyd 

Burlington County 

Frank A. Hendrickson, Chairman 

Charles A. Rigg 

Harold B. Wells 

Camden County 

Edward T. Curry 


y, Chairman 


Chairman 


Carl J. Geiges 

Edward A. Reid 

John H. Reiners, Jr 

Cape May County 

Nathan C. Staller, Chairman 
French B. Loveland 

Palmer M. Way, Jr 
Cumberland County 

W. Howard Sharp, Chairman 
Keron D. Chance 

LeRoy W. Loder 

Essex County 

T. McCurdy Marsh, Chairman 
Marshall Crowley 

Donal C. Fox 

Joseph Harrison 

David M. Satz, Sr 

Everett M. Scherer 

David Stoffer 

Joseph B. Sugrue 

Willard G. Woelper 
Gloucester County 

William B. Kramer, Chairman 
Laurence L. Crispin 

Guy Lee, Jr. 

Hudson County 

Edmund S. Johnson, Chairman 


James B. Emory 
David M. Klausner 
Raymond J. Otis 
Frederic W. Schum: 
Hunterdon County 
George K. Large, Chairman 
Herbert T. Heisel, Jr. 

Edgar W. Hunt 
Mercer County 
Herbert W. Backes 
J. Conner French 
H. Collin Minton 
Middlesex County 
DuBois S. 'Thompson, Chairman 
George R. Morrison 
Heston N. Potts 
Monmouth County 
H. E. Ackerson, Jr., 


Chairman 


Jr 


Chairman 


Theodore D. Parsons 
Maurice A. Potter 

J. Frank Weigand 

Morris County 

Chairman 
Edward K. Mills, Jr 

Frank C. Scerbo 

Ocean County 

J. Elmer Matthews, Chairman 
Franklin H. Berry 

Francis J. Ward 

Passaic County 


| Filbert L. Rosenstein, Chairman 


James M. Dunn 
William W. Evans 
Peter Hofstra 
Winthrop Watson 
Salem County 

J. M. Summerill, 
Joseph Narrow 
William R. Smith 
Somerset County 
George W. Allgair, Chairman 
Joseph C. Murphy 

Arthur A. Palmer, Jr. 

Sussex County 

Henry T. Kays, Chairman 
Francis E. Bright 
Peter Friedman 
Union County 
Phidias L. Pollis, 


Jr., Chairman 


Chairman 


| J. Jerome Kaplon 


Martin B. O’Connor 
Charles J. Stevens 
Warren County 
Saul N. Schechter, Chairman 
Wilbur M. Rush 
George M. Shipman 
By the Court, 
/s/ Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 


Federal Tax Notes 


By Harold Kamens 


Rey. Rul. 56-287: DISTRIBU- 
TION.QF STOCK AND SECURI- 
TIES OF A CONTROLLED COR- 
PORATION: A corporation, own- 
ing and operating a bus service, 
organized a ngw corporation and 
transferred, solely in exchange 
for stock of the latter corpora- 
tion, all its buses and other 
transportation equipment. Im- 
mediately, the original corpora- 
tion distributed to its share- 
holders, without surrender of 
their stock, the stock of the new 
corporation. Held, such distribu- 
tion does not qualify as a tax- 
free distribution within the pur- 
view of section 355 of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1954, 
since the activities of the origin- 
al corporation constituted an 
integral par tof only one enter- 
prise. Hence, the distribution of 
such new stock is treated as a 
dividend under the provisions 
of section 301 of the Code. 


Rev. Rul. 56-290: EXPENSES, 
INDEBTEDNESS, AND TAXES: 


|Where income received by the 


decedent is included in a joint 
income tax return filed by the 
decedent’s estate and his sur- 
viving spouse, the amount of in- 
come tax attributable to the de- 
cedent’s income for the purpose 
of determining the amount al- 
lowable as a deduction under 
section 2053 of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1954 shall be con- 
sidered to be that proportion of 
the joint tax liability deter- 
mined for the period covered 
by the joint return which the 


;} amount of income tax for which 


the decedent would have been 
liable if he had filed a separate 
return for that period bears to 
the total amount of income tax 
for which the decedent and his 


| Spouse would have been liable 


if both spouses had filed sepa- 
rate returns for that period. 


Rev. Rul. 56-303: TRANSFER 
TO CORPORATION CON- 
TROLLED BY TRANSFEROR: 
A corporation engaged in the 
department store business pur- 
chased certain land in 1950 for 
the purpose of erecting thereon 
a branch store. Later, for good 
reasons, the corporation decided 
not to use such land and, in- 
stead erected the branch store 
on an adjacent tract which it 
acquired. A sum of cash and a 
portion of the original tract, all 
of which remained vacant and 
unimproved, were transferred to 
a new corporation in 1955 in ex- 
change for stock and short-term 
notes of the latter corporation. 
The new corporation will subdi- 
vide, develop, and sell the prop- 
erty. Held, the gain realized by 
the transferor corporation on 
the exchange is recognized in 
an amount not in excess of the 
value of the short-term notes of 
the new corporation received 
under section 351(b) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1954. 


Rev. Rul. 56-322: CLOSING 
AGREEMENTS: A valid closing 
agreement establishing final de- 
termination of Federal tax li- 
ability for a prior taxable period 
is not affected by subsequent 
legislation retroactively appli- 
cable to the taxable period to 
which such agreement relates 
where such legislation is silent 
as to its effect on closing agree- 


| ments. 


Rev. Rul. 56-323: REFUNDS 
AND CREDITS — LIMITATION 


|ON ALLOWANCE: In order for 
| taxes paid by a serviceman, who 
| died while serving in a combat 


zone, to be refunded by reason 
of the provisions of section 154 
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| . 
Bar Examiners 


ORDERED that the terms of 
the members of the Board of 
Bar Examiners are revised as 
follows: 

1. Frank M. Travaline, Jr., to 
serve for a term expiring De- 
cember 31, 1957; 


2. Victor S. Kilkenny, to serve 
for a term expiring December 


31, 1958; and 
3. Godfrey W. Schroth, to 
serve for a term expiring De- 


cember 31, 1959; and 


FURTHER ORDERED that ef- 
fective January 1, 1957 Victor S. 
Kilkenny is designated as the 
chairman of the Board of Bar 
Examiners. 

By the Court, 
/s/ Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 
Cc. dg. 





of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1939, a proper claim for refund 
must be filed within the stat 

utory period provided by section 
322 of the 1939 Code, taking into 
account the provisions of sec- 
tion 3804(f) of such Code. 

Rev. Rul. 56-324: GROSS ES- 
TATE: —TRANSFERS IN CON- 
TEMPLATION OF, OR TAKING 
EFFECT AT, DEATH: The as- 
signment or relinquishment by 
the decedent of the possession, 
enjoyment, or right to the in- 
come from property, or the right 
to designate the persons who 
shall possess or enjoy the prop- 
erty or the income therefrom 
in contemplation of death, will 
render the entire value of prop- 
erty, otherwise includible in the 
decedent’s gross estate under 
section 811(c)(1)(B) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1939, in- 
cludible in his gross estate under 
section 811(c)(1)(A) of the 1939 
Code. 

Rev. Rul. 56-330: DEFINI- 
TIONS RELATING TO CORPO- 
RATE REORGANIZATIONS: A 
transfer of property by three 
corporations, a partnership, and 
an individual in exchange solely 
for stock of a newly formed life 
insurance company constitutes 
a nontaxable transaction within 
the purview of section 351(a) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954. However, the exchanges by 
the stockholders of the transfer- 
or corporations of the stock 
thereof for stock of the life in- 
surance company, in connection 
with the liquidation of the 
transferor corporations, will 
represent transactions inasmuch 
as the exchanges would not be 
made in conection with a reor- 
ganization as defined by section 
368 of the Code, because the con- 
tinuity of the business enter- 
prise is lacking. 





LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charies Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 
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BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 


Forwarders Recognized 





LOANS 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. 


60 PARK PLACE 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-0534 
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State Bar Committees 


The following committees of 
the New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation have been appointed 
for the year 1956-1957: 

STANDING COMMITTEES 

Americanization 

Samuel Spingarn, Chairman 

R. J. Congleton, Vice-Chairman 

James A. Waldron, Vice-Chairman 

M. LeRoy Cobbin, Vice-Chairman 

George W. Allgair 

Purvis Brearley 

Samuel S. Cohen 

Robert H. Doherty, Jr. 

Wayne Dumont, Jr. 

Joseph G. Engle 

L. Milton Freed 

Peter Friedman 

Augustus S. Goetz 

C. Ryman Herr, Jr. 

Paul R. Huot 

Irwin Kanengiser 

S. Rusling Leap 

Vera B. Lipman 

Henry C. McMullen 

Carlton W. Rowand 

Harry Runyon 

Halsey Stickel 

Richard R. Stout 

Joseph H. Edgar, Ex-Officio 
Criminal Law 

Abraham J. Slurzberg, Chairman 

Albert M. Ash | 


| 


John O. Bigelow } 

William K. Dickey, Jr. 

A. David Epstein 

Paul T. Huckin 

Charles P. Hutchinson 

Guy Lee, Jr. 

Ezra L. Nolan 

George P. Pellettieri 

Paul M. Salsburg 

W. Howard Sharp 

Benjamin J. Spitz 

Palmer M. Way, Jr. 

Theodore J. Labrecque, Ex-Officio 
Federal Legislation 

I. Charles Lifland, Chairman 

F. M. Archer, Jr., Vice-Chairman 

Charles T. Bunting 

John A. Christie 

Raymond Del Tufo, Jr. 

Frederick Frelinghuysen, Jr. 

William C. Gotschalk 

Voorhees Kline 

Donald H. McLean 

Peter W. Rodino, Jr. 





COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION: 
BRUMBERG, JUDLOWE 
& SIGLER = 
ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES — 

| 34 Howe Avenve, Passaic, N.J. © 
an Prescott 9-0362 — ray 


BE 





FEDERAL COURT 
REPORTERS 








Official and Certified 
Reporters 


WALTER W. HEIRONIMUS 
FRANCIS H. BREMER 
EARL A. BARROWS 
ASHLEY B. CARRICK 


P.O. Box 397 
Newark 1, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-6549 


Depositions for use in all State and 
Federal Courts 








Edward V. Ryan 

Frank Thompson, Jr. 

William F. Tompkins 

Harrison A. Williams, Jr. 

Theodore J. Labrecque, Ex-Officio 
Federal Taxation 


| David Beck, Chairman 
| Robert V. Carton 


Horace J. Farlee 
Herbert M. Gannet 

J. Arthur Goldberg 
Harold Kamens 

Martin E. Kestenbaum 
Norman E. Schlesinger 
Joseph J. Seaman 
Samuel S. Starr 

Philip G. Steel 

Milton H. Stern 


Hugh C. Spernow, Ex-Officio 


Judicial Appointments 
Arthur C. Gillette, Chairman 
F. M. Archer, Jr., Vice-Chairman 
Paul Aaroe 


| Louis P. Brenner 


J. Victor Carton 
Charles Casella 


| Thornton C. Land 
| David M. Perskie 


Alexander T. Schenck 
Winthrop Watson 
T. Girard Wharton 


| Saul J. Zucker 
| Edward G. Weiss, Ex-Officio 


Labor Relations 


| James E. Fagan, Chairman 


Carl Kisselman, Vice-Chairman 
Arthur S. Lane, Vice-Chairman 
Andrew J. Meara, Vice-Chairman 
William T. Cahill 

Adam B. Chase 

John A. Christie 


| Nathan Duff 


Louis J. Dughi 


| Henry L. Gertner 


Julius J. Golden 


| Philip A. Gruccio 


Stanley K. Heilbron 
Clyde C. Jefferson 


| Martin Kesselhaut 
| Harold Krieger 


William Henry Lawton 
John A. McKenna 
Louis J. Mattera 

J. Francis Moroney 
David Needel 

William R. Smith 


| William Tomar 
| C. Wallace Vail, Ex-Officio 


Legal Aid 


Joseph Fishberg, Chairman 


Eloise Bright, Secretary 

Benjamin Asbell 

Arthur J. Callaghan 

Nelson C. Doland, Jr. 

I. Lloyd Gang 

Isidore Hornstein 

Jacob R. Mantel 

Marshall H. Diverty, Ex-Officio 
Legal Education 


| Francis X. Hayes, Chairman 


John J. Gibbons 

George M. James 

Charles W. Kappes 

Harry Nadell 

Lawrence N. Park 

Morris Pashman 

H. Harvey Saaz 

Abe D. Levenson, Ex-Officio 

Legislative Action 

Louis Gerber, Chairman 

George J. Baumann 

Elmer J. Bennett 

James I. Bowers 

W. Elmer Brown, Jr. 

Lawrence A. Cavinato 

Crawford Jamieson 

M. Raymond McGowan 

Richard B. Magner 

Joseph C. Paul 

Reuben H. Reiffin 

Edwin G. Scovel 

Baruch S. Seidman 

Frank J. Valgenti, Jr. 

John A. Waldron 

David Young, 3rd 

Philip L. Lipman, Ex-Officio 
Meetings and Exhibits 

Allen B. Endicott, III, Chairman 

Albert A. F. McGee, Vice-Chairman 

William O. Barnes, Jr., Vice-Chair- 
man 

Robert H. Steedle, Vice-Chairman 

Eloise Bright 

H. Albert Hyett 

Leo I. McGough 








110 WEST STATE STREET 
TRENTON 8, NEW JERSEY 


CHANCERY ABSTRACTING COMPANY 

(SUCCESSOR TO SACKETT 

TWENTY-NINE YEARS EXPERIENCE IN ABSTRACTING 
PROCEEDINGS IN ALL COURTS 


EXport 6-9070 
DICKINSON) 


M 


R. MARGERUM 
PRESIDENT 











Diamond 2-1677 





DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our hearing room. Indoor Parking nearby. 
NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


Leonard W. Meyer 











William S. Keown 
David M. Pindar 
Thomas J. Smith 
C. Wallace Vail, Ex-Officio 
Public Relations 
Jack Feinberg, Chairman, (1957) 
B. H. Fishler, Jr., (1957), V.-Chair. 
L. C. Stanley, (1958), V.-Chairman 
J. Sklar, (1957), Vice Chairman 
John William Fritz, (1958) 
William R. Morrison, (1959) 
George H. Rosenstein, (1959) 
Morgan R. Seiffert, (1958) 
Nathan Whitfield, (1959) 
John R. Kelly, Ex-Officio 
Resolutions 
Edward J. O'Mara, Chairman 
S. Rusling Leap, Vice-Chairman 
Samuel Allcorn 
Albert M. Ash 
James D. Carpenter, Jr. 
James Hunter, III 
David M. Klausner 
Albert A. F. McGee 
Harold A. Price 
DuBois S. Thompson 
John Lloyd, Jr., Ex-Officio 
Rules of Court 
Fredrick J. Waltzinger, Chairman 
William Abbotts 
A. Leo Bohl 
James M. Davis, Jr. 
Maurice Denbo 
Charles R. Hardin, Jr. 
David L. Horuvitz 
Anthony P. Kearns 
French B. Loveland 
Martin Roth 
Philip L. Strong 
Joseph P. Edgar, Ex-Officio 
State Legislation 
Edward J McCardell, Jr., Chairman 
Henry J. Bendheim 
Louis J. Cohen 
Robert H. Doherty, Jr. 
Frederick J. Gassert, Jr. 
Arthur L. Joseph 
Aaron Kaufman 
Robert E. Kay 
Reuben H. Reiffin 
Archie Roth 
Joseph J. Summerill 
Horace G. Brown, Ex-Officio 
State Taxation 
Benjamin M. Taub, Chairman 
Albert H. Kreamer 
A. Jerome Moore 
Augustus Nasmith 
D. Joseph Novaria 
Samuel S. Saiber 
Maurice Schapira 
Laurence C. Stamelman 
Amel Stark 
R. James Stewart, Jr. 
George A. Streitz 
Richard R. O’Connor, Ex-Officio 
Unlawful Practice 
M. Grayson, (1958), Chairman 
F. Idah Frank-Schnitzer, (1959) 
Newton Greenblatt, (1958) 
William A. Hengeveld, (1957) 
Albert H. Kaufman, (1959) 
Martin B. O'Connor, (1959) 
John C. Wegner, (1957) 
Floyd V. Amoresano 
Samuel A. Bloom 
Louis P. Brenner 
James D. Carton, Jr. 
A. Arthur Davis, 3rd 
Kenneth J. Dawes 
Robert M. Dix 
Lewis P. Dolan 
A. Howard Finkel 
Achilles J. Grassano 
Abraham I. Harkavy 
David Irving, Jr. 
Oliver R. Kovacs 
William B. Kramer 
Michael Miron 
George C. O’Brien 
David M. Satz, Jr. 
Seymour A. Smith 
Allan L, Tumarkin 
Nathan Turesky 
Edward W. Wise, Jr. 
Milton T. Lasher, Ex-Officio 
Workmen’s Compensation 
Henry M. Grosman, Chairman 
Perry E. Belfatto 
Frank P. Combs 
Joseph H. Enos 
Carl Gelman 
Louis J. Greenberg 
James P. Haney 
Walter R. Hespe 
Carl S. Kuebler 
Andrew Lawrie 
Samuel Levinson 
John M. Mackenzie 
George E. Meredith 
George M. Hillman, Ex-Officio 
World Organization 
John D. Fischbeck, Chairman 
Fred A. Gravino 
Louis B. LeDuc 
Jacob E. Max 
William L. Russell, Jr. 
Francis A. Stanger, Jr. 
George M. Hillman, Ex-Officio 
PUBLIC RELATIONS 
COMMITTEES 
Lawyers’ and Bankers’ Conference 
(Under Code) 
Orlando H. Dey. (1958) 
Elwood F. Kirkman, (1959) 
David M. Klausner, (1958) 
John H. Reiners, Jr., (1957) 
Milton M. Unger, (1957) 
Frederick C. Vonhof, Secretary, 
(1959) 


| Allan L. Tumarkin, Chairman 


| John R. Hardin, Jr. 


| Robert A. Pin, Ex-Officio 


| Nathan Turesky, Chairman 
| Charles R. Hardin, Jr. 
| Charles W. Kappes | 


| Lawyers’ and Collection Agencies’) George S. Freeman 

| Arthur L. Joseph 

| John L. Milton, Jr. 

|; Augustine A. Repetto 


Conference 
(Under Code) 


John J. Budd 


| Milton Rosenkrantz 
| Edward G. Weiss, Ex-Officio 


Medical Society of New Jersey 
Gerald F. O’Mara, Chairman 
John W. Hand 
Irving Kunzman 
James S. Turp 
Andrew Varga, Jr. 

Marshall H. Diverty, Ex-Officio 

Mortgage Bankers Association 

of New Jersey 
Seymour D. Shepard, Chairman 
Frederick A. Frost 
Lawrence M. Perskie 
Henry C. Schragger 
George W. Wolin 
George M. Hillman, Ex-Officio 
New Jersey Association of 
Insurance Agents 
Ralph S. Mason, Chairman 
Horace E. Bunker 
Joseph A. Citta | 
Samuel A. Gennet 
Sidney P. McCord 
William E. Ozzard 
John A. Pindar 
John Lloyd, Jr., Ex-Officio 
New Jersey Dental Society 
Allen C. Mathias, Chairman 


Anthony M. Lario 

Gordon A. Philips | 

Leonard Widman 

Horace G. Brown, Ex-Officio 

New Jersey Patent Law Association | 

Norman N. Popper, Chairman | 

Joseph V. Fumagalli 

Leo N. Knoblauch 

Louis B. LeDuc 

Edwin A. A. Muller 

Hugh C. Spernow, Ex-Officio 

New Jersey Society of 

Certified Public Accountants 

Saul J. Zucker, Chairman 

James Hunter, III | 

Nathan Reibel 


| Rudolph A. Socey | 


New Jersey Society of 
Professional Engineers 


Edward E. Mischell 
Frank K. Sauer 
LeRoy B. Huckin, Ex-Officio 
SPECIAL COMMITTEES 
Administrative Law 
Arthur W. Lewis, Chairman 
J. F. X. O’Brien, Vice-Chairman 
Jacob Chantz 
William Cohen 
Thomas P. Cook 
Fred A. Gravino 
Joseph M. Jacobs 
James L. R. Lafferty 
John F. Lynch, Jr. 
Martin B. O’Connor 
N. Douglas Russell 
Jack §S. Silverstein 
Philip L. Lipman, Ex-Officio 
Aviation Law 
Louis A. Mounier, Jr., Chairman 
Saul W. Arkus 
Thomas F. Daly 
Peter J. Devine, Jr. 
Benjamin Franklin, III 
Frederick B. Lacey 
John L. Milton, Jr. 
Francis A. Mulhern 
Irving B. Zeichner 
LeRoy B. Huckin, Ex-Officio 
Comparative Negligence 
Frank J. O’Brien, Chairman 
Bernard Chazen 
Herbert E. Greenstone 
Sidney P. McCord 
William C. Nowels 
Joseph C. Paul 
David M. Perskie 
Francis Van Orman 
John Lloyd, Jr., Ex-Officio 
Conflict of Interests 
James D. Carpenter, Jr., Chairman 
Maja Leon Berry, Vice-Chairman 
Richard L. Amster 
William W. Evans 
Samuel D. Hoffman 
Sidney Kirschen 
Albert A. F. McGee 
George B. Marshall 
William R. Morrison 
Godfrey W. Schroth 
Bartholomew A. Sheehan 
Fred E. Shepard 
Mark A. Sullivan 
John R. Kelly, Ex-Officio 
Divorce and Custody 
Morris N. Hartman, Chairman 
Florence F. Forgotson 
Charles M. Grosman 
Franklin A. King 
Howard G. Kulp, Jr. 
Guy Lee, Jr. 
David A. Pindar 
Benjamin M. Ratner 
William Reich 
John R. Rose 
R. M. James Ruscick 
Maurice A. Scotch 
Abe D. Levenson, Ex-Officio 
Ethics 
William Abbotts, Chairman 
Raymond G. Betsch 
Alan W. Carrick 


| David M. Perskie, Chairman 


| Albert A. F. McGee 
| George Purnell 


| Philip R. Gebhardt, Chairman (3 
| Atlantic—Albert A. F. McGee emb 


| Burlington—Alexander Denbo 


| Morris—Eugene F. Hillery 


| Somerset—Joseph Halpern 
|} Warren—Saul N. Schechter 


| George E. Meredith, Chairman 
| Edgar T. Cohen 
| Albert H. Rees, Jr. 


| George W. Fleming 
| William A. Hengeveld 


| Harry L. Sears 


| Hugh C. Spernow, Ex-Officio 


| Francis E. Bright 
| Jack J. Camillo 
| Kenneth J. Dawes 


| W. Russell Epler 


| David M. Klausner 


| Henry J. Bendheim 


| Samuel J. Davidson 


| H. Albert Hyett 
| William S. Keown 


Ss 


Marshall H. Diverty, Ex-Officio 


= 
Fee Arbitration = 

| George Purnell, General Chairm.g F" 
Robert S. Snevily, Ex-Officio “" p30 
North Jersey pie! 
John W. Griggs, Chairman “ue 
| Anthony T. Augelli Eis 


John J. Clancy 
Charles Danzig 
Central Jersey 
Theodore D. Parsons, Chairman 
J. Victor Carton 
Max Finegold ae 
Peter P. Walsh, Jr. ad 
South Jersey sa 








Sidney P. McCord, Jr. a 
Headquarters Committee 


Bergen—LeRoy B. Huckin 2 


Camden—Edward T. Curry 
Cape May—Robert K. Bell 
Cumberland—Philip L. Lipman 
Essex—. 

Gloucester—Marshall H. Diverty 
Hudson—James D. Carpenter, Jr#. a 
Hunterdon—Philip R. Gebhardt 
Mercer—Robert M. Dix 
Middlesex—Douglas M. Hicks 
Monmouth—T. J. Labrecque 








Ocean—J. Lester Yoder, Jr. 
Passaic—Forster W. Freeman, Jr. 
Salem—W. Orvyl Schalick 





Sussex—Lewis P. Dolan 
Union—Victor R. King 


Emma E. Dillon, Ex-Officio 
House Committee 


Rudolph A. Socey 

Emma E. Dillon, Ex-Officio 
Immigration and Naturalization 

Samuel W. Strauss, Chairman 

Amerigo D’Agostino 

Constantine Donato 

Milton S. Kramer 

Albert Rathblott 

Edward V. Ryan 

John Lloyd, Jr., Ex-Officio 

Institute re New Jersey Law 
Abner W. Feinberg, Chairman 


Robert G. Howell 
Joseph F. Rubacky 


J. Gilbert Van Sciver 
Walter Williams 
William S. Zink 








Integration of the Bar nts 
Milton M. Unger, Chairman rsitie 
Edward R. Alexander P 
Louis Auerbacher, Jr. 

















Orlando H. Dey 


John William Fritz 
Alvin E. Granite 
Harry Green 
Martin L. Haines 


Robert A. McKinley 

Thomas H. Munyon 

Peter S. Rotolo 

C. Wallace Vail, Ex-Officio 
Inter-American Bar Association 

Lester J. Kramer, Chairman 


John A. Christie 
Joseph P. DeLuca 


John J. Dios 
Leon Dreskin 





(Continued on page 9, col. # 
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SAMUEL K. PEARSO 
CONSULTING METEOROLOG! 
Witness 40 Yrs. N.Y. & NJ. C# 
1217 South End Parkway 
Plainfield, N. J. J 
39 Cortland St., Room 1010, N.3 
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;Criminologists Look At Canon 35 and Majority | Bohne To Address Group 
Favor Keeping It 





“1 


The University of Oklahoma 
of sociology has 
ide known the results of an 
teresting bit of research on at- 
des of lawyers, judges, edi- 
rs and academic criminolo- 
toward Canon 35, which 
hibits courtroom photogra- 
“y. The study was a joint 
ject of Dr. Gilbert Geis, 
ant professor of sociology, 
Lt. Robert E. L. Talley, an 
oma graduate. Both are 
mer newspapermen. 
Geis-Talley team _ dis- 
zimed any intent to “adjudi- 
;.e’ the controversy over Can- 
- Their purpose was to 
em representative views 
he four groups “so that they 
ry be reviewed side by side.” 
reir 30-page report and con- 
ysions Will be published in the 
auary, 1957, issue of the Jour- 
3] of f Criminal Law, Criminolo- 
q ~ Political Science. 
4A questionnaire was sent 
) persons, equally distributed 
the four professional 
pups. One person in e 
“up was selected from each of 
re 48 states and two territories 
:a general rule, the question- 
sires went to: 1) the managing 
- of the largest circul jation 
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as- 











The 
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ol 





to 





nong 





} 
acn 
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h court ge stony and : a 
Lxyyer in a metropolitan area. 
Most Favor Camera Ban 
Of the 200 persons polled 117 
dlied. Those in favor of allow- 
z courtroom photography (ex- 
“ot in sex offense cases of a 
ross nature, and juvenile offen- 
were: lawyers, 10 per cent; 
rminologists 28 per cent; edi- 
ws, 97 per cent, and judges, 5 








far. as editors, lawyers and 
were concerned, the 
contained little that was 
*w Or Surprising. But this was, 
sieved to be the first sampling 
‘opinion among criminologists 
to the merits of Canon 35. 
ting out that most of those 
ntacted in this group were 
‘mbers of sociology depart- 
s of major American uni- 
‘sities, the pollsters reported 
p taveeee opening courtr rooms 


e. 
es 


re- 







70 unsestahe. 
In general,” they said with 
‘erence to the criminologists, 
“2@ reasons provided by those 
yoring courtroom photography 
te the same as those set forth 
’ the managing editors. Most 
mminent was the stress on the 
2nt of the press in a free so- 
ty to full coverage of public 
ents . Several arguments 
a unmentioned appear- 
“in the answers of the crimin- 
S opposed to courtroom 
“tography. In particular, two 
d out: (1) That juvenile 
‘rt procedures bar both news- 
‘2 and photographers because 
is deemed to be to the best 
t of the miscreant. If this 
true, would not the same ar- 
be valid for the adult 
sender? and (2) That news- 
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-We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 











ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


V.D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 











Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 
Associated Adjusters 
24 Commerce St., Newark 


Mitchell 2-1771-2 











paper photography serves 
deterrent value on crime.” 
Opinions Deep-Rooted 
Referring in their conclusions 
to conflicting opinions among 
press and bar on the photogra- 
phy issue, Dr. Geis and Lt. Tal- 
ley said: “It seems clear these 
feelings run deep. The newspa- 
pers are united in their belief 
they are being barred from a 
ee function, while the 
lawyers and judges are only 
y less united in their 
contr ary belief. One point stands 
out. None of the groups is argu- 
ing on the same ground. That is, 
no group posits a viewpoint to 
which the other takes exception; 
both posit different claims and 
virtually ignore the claims of 
each other. The press maintains 
that it has the right to photo- 
graphic access to trials because 
of the right of freedom of the 
press. The bench and bar stress 
the defendant’s right to a fair 
trial. They do not deny freedom 
of the press, nor do the editors 
deny the right of a fair trial. 
Canon 35 Termed “Pregnable” 
“The answers seem to be rath- 
in 





er self-evident. The press, 
general, is interested in sensa- 
tional pictures of sensational 
trials. And the reason is to sell 
newspapers. . In this respect | 
the editors are comparatively 
dishonest. 


“On the other hand, there is 
no gainsaying the press’ argu- 
ment that, unless one becomes 
psychologically subtle in deter- 
mining witness reaction, Canon 
35 is highly pregnable, and needs 
either to be revoked or rewrit- 
ten. Newspaper photography, it 
has been amply demonstrated, 
can be carried on without up- 
setting the surface functioning 
of the court. If the legal profes- 
sions are concerned with the 
mental state of their witness be- 
cause of real or imagined lurk- 
ing dangers, then they should 
place this fact specifically in the 
Canon rather than reading it in- 
to it.” 

At the present time, a special 
committee of the American Bar 
Foundation is reviewing the 
canons of professional and ju- 
dicial ethics and has announced 
Canon 35 is one to which it will 
give priority. 


ABA Will Study Plan Of 
Liability Insurance 
For Attorneys 


a (ACCN) — The Amer- 

an Bar Assn. will consider es- 
tablishing a unique national 
“group plan” of liability protec- 
tion for lawyers. 

The plan, as proposed, would 
protect members of the legal 
profession against judgments 
resulting from negligence or 


“honest errors”, committed by 
themselves, associates, or em- 
ployees in the course of their 


law practice. 

The board of governors, fol- 
lowing a meeting in Chicago, 
announced it had authorized 
the insurance law section, under 
the chairmanship of H. Beale 
Rollins of Baltimore, to appoint 
a special committee to explore 
the possibilities of such a pro- 
gram. 

The special committee is ex- 
pected to make a report of its 
findings at the association’s mid- 
winter meeting in Chicago, Feb. 
18 and 19. 

Appointed by Rollins to the 
special committee were Abe R. 
Peterson as chairman, George 
Fiedler, and Hayes Kennedy, all 
of Chicago. Appointed as insur- 
ance industry advisers were 
Hugh Harbison of Hartford, 
Conn.; Henry S. Moser of Sko- 
kie, Ill.; and Lowell B. Snorf Jr. 
of Chicago. ABA president David 
F. Maxwell and Rollins are ex- 
officio. members. 


‘ 


no 


(On Organizing Medical- 
Legal Society 


Newark, Nov. 15 — Edward | 
Bohne, president of the Society | 
of Medical Jurisprudence of New 

York, will speak at a meeting to | 
consider organization of a New} 
Jersey Medical-Legal Society, 
next Wednesday (Nov. 21) 
8:30 p.m. at Rutgers School of 
Law, 53 Washington Street. 

Bohne will discuss the history 
of his group and what it has 
done for both the medical and 
legal professions in the admin- 
istration of testimony, C. Willard 
Heckel, assistant dean of the 
State University law school and 


chairman of the committee 
sponsoring the meeting, an- 
nounced today. 

If those at the meeting vote 


to create a New Jersey Medical- 
Legal Society, the election of a 
slate of interim officers and se- 
lection of a topic for the Soci- 
ety’s first meeting will follow. 


Investors Scan Paper 
Profits and Losses For 
Tax Savings 









Investors are Resersigsinn their | 
eyes on market t agree and care- 
fully timing their ades during 
the remainder of 1956, according 
to Commerce Cle: ring House, 
national reporting authority on 
tax and business law. 

Security transactions from 


now on to the end of the year 
should take into account 
tax saving possibilities. 
gains and 
com- 


aper”’ 
holdings, 


A survey of “‘p 
losses on present 
pared with a list 
and losses already 
1956 may reveal 
saving opportunities, 
report points out 


ol 
realized 


the CCH 


The investor’s theme for 
next few weeks will be 
gain to offset losses; sell for loss 
to offset gains.’ 

Losses already realized may be 
offset tax-free gains. Con- 
versely, profits that are taxable 
may become tax-free when off- 
set against losses. 


by 


of “sell” 
from now 
income tax 
(more than 
short (not more 
than six months) term positions 
of each transaction 

The CCH report e 
both long and short 


The precise timing 
orders is important 
on because of the 
difference on long 
six months) a 


nda 


114 


xplains that 
term capital | 





gains and los: are taken 100] 
per cent into account. However, 
any excess of net long-term} 
capital gain over net short-term | 


capital loss is reduced by 50 ial 
urn. 


" 


cent on the tax ret | 

By totalling long-term 
gains and substracting all long- | 
term losses to get a net figure | 
and doing the same thing for | 
short-term gains and losses, if a} 
net loss for either term results, | 
it may be offset again any net} 
gain of the other term. 

The practice of selling a good 
security for gain is often profit- 
able tax-wise, the CCH report 
points out. The same security, in | 
a different lot, may be repurch- | 
ased immediately, thus setting 
up a higher cost which will re- 
duce tax liability on a future} 
sale. 

If losses have 
“paper” gains are all long-term, 
it may be advisable to postpone | 
gains until the following year. | 
The losses can offset up to $1,000 
of ordinary income and any bal- 
ance may be carried forward as | 
a short-term loss for five years. 

Selling “short” is one way of 
postponing gain or loss for tax 
purposes. Gain or loss is recog- } 
nized when the short sale is cov- 
ered. If the same security is de- 
sired, it can be repurchased after | 
30 days from sale at a loss, or a} 
security in the seme industry 
may be purchased immediately. | 


ail 











been taken and | 


at | 


income | 


capital gains | 
in | 
valuable tax | 


the 
“Sell for | 
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State Bar Committees 





| (Continued from page 8) 


| Robert C. Koury 
phew Sklar 
Thomas~L, Smith 
| William Tomar 
Horace G. Brown, Ex-Officio 
| International & Comparative Law 
| Bernard Chazen, Chairman 
Martin J. Lofttis, Vice-Chairman 
James G. Aiken 
| Stanley S. Brotman 
| William C. Nowels 
Curt C. Silberman 
Joseph Solimine 
Seymour S. Weinblatt 
LeRoy B. Huckin, Ex-Officio 
Juvenile Delinquency 
Joseph A. Rafferty, Chairman 
H. W. Lindeman, Vice-Chairman 
James S. Kline, Vice-Chairman 
George T. Naame, Vice-Chairman 
Janet W. Freeman, Secretary 
William M. Goldweber 
Edward A. Reid 
Associates 
Harry Adler 
Morris E. Barison 
James M. Barry 
William Blair, Jr. 
Robert E. Boakes 
Martin Bry-Nildsen, Jr. 
J. Connor French 
Anthony Giuliano 
| William F. Hyland 
Benjamin Kleinberg 
Wesley L. Lance 
| Grace R. Lewis 
David A. Nimmo 
Elsie Rand 
J. Bernard Rogovoy 
Libby E. Sachar 
Nathan C. Staller 
William R. Stem 
Jay B. Tomlinson 
Thomas L. Zimmerman 
Richard R. O'Connor, Ex-Officio 
Legal Service to the Armed Forces 
Edwin Segal, Chairman 
James F. Patten, Vice-Chairman 
William H. Wells, Vice-Chairman 
Peter A. Williams, Vice-Chairman 
Atlantic—Joseph A. Lazarow 
Marvin D. Perskie 


Philadelphia Bar Plans 
Unified Public 
Service Unit 











The Philadelphia Bar Associa- 


ice” activities. 
meeting in October a proposal 
was presented to amend the As- 
sociation’s By-Laws to create a 
new “Standing Committee on 
Public Service” which would 
have general supervision over 
various projects having to do 
with making legal services avail- 
able to all who need it. The plan 
is to be acted on formally at 
the annual meeting in Decem- 
ber. 

Theodore Voorhees, a member 
of the American Bar Associa- 
tion’s Standing Committee on 
Lawyer Referral Service, writes 
that the new committee, if es- 
tablished by the Philadelphia 


Bar Association, would have 
these functions: 
—Seek the best means of 


|bringing together clients and 


lawyers. 

—Supervise operations of the 
| LLawyer Reference Service and | 
the Neighborhood Law Office 
Plan which provides counsel for 
| people of moderate means in 
| many isolated sections of the | 
community. 

—Observe operations of the 
Legal Aid Society and Voluntary 
Defender Association, and en- 
deavor to give them construc- 
tive aid. 

—Set up machinery whereby 
persons involved in “unpopular 


| causes” may obtain counsel. 


—Aid in obtaining counsel for 


| children brought before the Ju- | 
venile Court on charges of de- | : 


| linquency. 


tion is considering a plan de- | 
signed to unify its “public serv- | 
At its quarterly | 


Bergen—Leonard Rothman 
Cape May—Joel A. Mott, Jr. 
Cumberland—Francis G. Reuss, Jr. 
Essex—Robert A. McKinley 
Gloucester—Frank L. Johnson, Jr. 
Hudson—Paul B. Thompson 
Hunterdon—Philip J. Flaherty 
Mercer—Edward J. Leadem 
George Warren 
Middlesex—Robert M. Frisch 
| Monmouth—Louis R. Aikins 
| Morris—Louis R. Lombardino 
| Ocean—William H. Huber 
Passaic—William W. Evans, Jr. 
Salem—Gerard J. DiNicola 
Somerset—John William Fritz 
Sussex—William M. Cox 
| Union—Russell T. Kerby, Jr. 
| Warren—Howard W. Swick 
| Robert A. Pin, Ex-Officio 
Membership 
| Annamarie V. Paterno, Chairman 
| Atlantic—Elwood F. Kirkman 
Bergen—Francis V. D. Lloyd 
Burlington—Alfred M. Bitting 
Camden—Edward T. Curry 
| Cape May—Nathan C. Staller 
| Cumberland—Douglas V. Aitken 
Essex—Allen Russ 
| Gloucester—Joseph Mennite 
| Hudson—Sidney H. Kantrowitz 
| Hunterdon—C. Ryman Herr, Jr. 
| Mercer—George Warren 
| Middlesex—Ezra W. Karkus 
Monmouth—John A. McKenna 
| Morris—Ben D. White 
| Ocean—Robert F. Novins 
| Passaic—Forster W. Freeman, Jr. 
| Salem—S. Rusling Leap 
| Somerset—Joseph C. Murphy 
Sussex—Albert Silverman 
Union—William P. Elliott 
Warren—Wilbur Rush 
Joseph H. Edgar, Ex-Officio 
Nominations 
} (Appointed by the President) 
| Forster W. Freeman, Jr., Chairman 
| Raymond J. Otis 
George Purnell 
(Elected by the General Council) 
| Warren Dixon, Jr. 
| Arthur F. Mead 
| Practice and Procedure in District 
and Municipal Courts 
| Sidney H. Kantrowitz, Chairman 
| Joseph C. Amberg 
| Abraham P. Bab 
| John V. Crowell 
| Joseph J. Deluccia 
Joseph H. Enos 
| Thomas J. Freda 
| William Gallner 
Harry Heher, Jr. 
William Henig 
Carroll W. Hopkins 
Florence E. Josephson 
| George W. King 
| Alan Kraut 
Samuel Leventhal 
J. Francis Moroney 
Lawrence N. Park 
Louis Sherman 
Sidney S. Stark 
Edward G. Weiss, Ex-Officio 
Proposed Revision of Law 
of Evidence 
William G. Bischoff, Chairman 
| Louis J. Dughi, Vice-Chairman 
Robert C. Koury, Vice-Chairman 
Robert Wilentz, Vice-Chairman 
George J. Baumann 
Percy Camp 
Melvin J. Koestler 
Francis V. D. Lloyd 
Lester E. Mahr 
Sidney P. McCord, Jr. 
Joseph Narrow 
Thomas F. Shebell 
Frank J. Valgenti, Jr 
David Young, 3rd 
Horace G. Brown, Ex-Officio 
Memorial Resolution to the 
Past President Lionel P. Kristeller 
Robert K. Bell, Chairman 
George P. Moser 
Augustus C. Studer, Jr. 
John H. Yauch, Jr. 
TRUSTEES COMMITTEE 
Budget 
John R. Kelly. Chairman 
Emma E. Dillon 








| 
| 
| 
| 


| Marshall H. Diverty 


George M. Hillman 
jess ip L. Lipman 
Pre ofessi onal Scientific Aids in Litigation 
By a coordinated group of qualified specialists 
Inspection - Laboratory Analyses 
causes involving 
iction and Excavation Engineering 
llography and Photomicrography 
ation of Minute Pieces of Evideace | 


Expert Ccurt Testimony ir 
Constr 
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Explains Action in Granting Steve Nelson 
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ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 





The United States Supreme 
Court said last week it ordered 
a new trial last month of Penn- 
sylvania Communists Steve Nel- 
son and four codefendants in 
order “to see that the waters of 
justice are not polluted”. 

The court acted in the con- 
spiracy case after the Govern- 
ment had questioned the vera- 
city of one of its own witnesses 
at the trial, Joseph D. Mazzei. 
The Justice Department sug- 
gested that the case be sent back 
to Federal District Court in 
Pittsburgh to determine whether 
Mazzei told the truth. 

But the high court by a 6-3 
vote ordered a whole new trial. 
Chief Justice Earl Warren wrote 
a 12-page opinion explaining the 
court action. 

“Mazzei, by his testimony, has 
poisoned the water in the reser- 
voir, and the reservoir cannot be 


MBA Head Urges U.S. 
Unpeg FHA & VA Loan 
Rates To Spur Housing 


Chicago (ACCN) — No more 
pressing problem will face the 
new congress than the urgent 
need to enact legislation to halt 
the sharp decline in home 
building by a resumption of 
normal mortgage financing, 
John F. Austin Jr., president of 
the Mortgage Bankers Assn. of 
America, has declared. 

This result can only be ob- 
tained by recognition that the 
government’s policy of rigidly 
frozen FHA and VA interest 
rates at below market levels has 
failed, asserted Austin, who is 
also president of the T. J. Bet- 
tes Co., Houston, Tex. 

The suggestion for legislation 
along such lines is a principal 
recommendation in the MBA’s 
program for housing and hous- 
ing finance. 

“The home building industry 
is approaching a crisis with 
present starts now equal to an- 
nual production of about one 
million units. The market for— 
and the need for—considerably 
more housing is here, but the 
mortgage money to finance it is 
not,” Austin stated. 

“The reason is solely because 
the sub-market interest rate of 
414 per cent for FHA and VA 
mortgages is considerably below 
the general money niarket with 
the result that institutional in- 
vestors, such as life insurance 
companies, mutual savings 
banks and others who supply the 
bulk of the mortgage financing, 
cannot justifiably invest deposi- 
tor and policyholder funds in 
them,” he asserted. 

“Freeing these rates,” the 
MBA head declared, “would re- 









































































Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN y 
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LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES E 
en ; 5 
Trial STATE OF NEW sEReBY CERTIFICATE OF REDUCTION OF | Dated: October Terr A 
ria DEPARTMENT OF STA | CAPITAL AND RETIREMENT OF STOCK | ESTATE OF ROSE BLUME, deceased. 
OF | ; z 


To all to whom these presents may come, HELLER BROTHERS COMPANY 
The location of the principal office in this 


cleansed without first draining 


Greeting 


| LEGAL NOTICES 
| 
| 






























it of all impurity,” Warren said. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | State is at Room 1405, 744 Broad Street, 
a af api »y duly authenticated record of the proceed-| Newark. County of Essex. 
“This is a Federal criminal | :s¢> tor the “yoluntary dissolution thereof The name of the agent therein and in 
: yy the unanimous consent of all the stock-| charge thereof, upon whom process against 
case, and this court has super- | jjiders, deposited in my office that | this corporation may be served, is Theodore 
; Sseetcdinti av _ UNIVERSAL AUTO WRE¢ G MeCu rdy Marsh. 

pinned jurisdiction over the _ CO., INC. | “WHEREAS, on the 6th day of September, 
ceedings of Federal courts. If it |» corporation of this State, whose prineipal | 1956. the Directors of sr Brothers 
: : ofti s situated at No. 9 Clinton Street, | Co: r in words to 

has any duty to perform in this the City of Newark, County of Essex, / the : 
regard it is to see that the e of New Jersey (Philip J. Schotland, | this corporation has re- 
“ . “ agent therein and in charge .a-reof, | ce $1,031,779.00 from the 
waters of justice are not pollut- , process may be served), bas rie of its 
ed pl i the requirements of Title 14, and 
° por ns, General, of Revised Statutes | been 
“ New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | the 
The Government of a strong of this Certificate of Dissolution. of its 
and free Nation does not need NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | has now no 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | money in its 


convictions based on such testi- 


hat the sald corporation did, on the 







































































































































































sult in a slight increase, so small 
that it would not deter any vet- | 
eran or home buyer from pro- | 







| 
ceeding with his plans but large | 
enough to make these mortgages 
again attractive to institutional | 
buyers.” | 


“The new congress should act | 
in this emergency because only | 
congress can free the VA rate | 
while the FHA rate restriction | 
can be removed by agency ac- 
and some revision would 
undoubtedly be authorized 
similar action can be secured for | 
VA,” he forecast. | 

Half measures, such as an} 
attempt to fix different rates for 
different sections of the coun- 
try, will not help,” Austin as- 
serted. 











LEGAL NOTICES 
MAY CONCERN: 
that the undersigned will 
to the Essex County Court 
at the Court House in Newark, N. J. on 
December 12, 1956 at 2 P.M. for a judgment 
assume the names of Nathaniel Harry 
i Rose Ida Phillips, Stuart Ira 
and Frances Joy Phillips. 
Nathaniel Harry Phenes, Rose 
individually and as natural 
Phenes and Frances 





TO WHOM IT 
Take notice 
make application 





is hil li oo 
(Signed) 
Ida Phenes, 
guardians of Stuart Ira 

Joy Phenes. 

Louis L. Schulman, Attorney 
58 Aldine St., Newark, N. J. 
L.J.—Nov. 15, 22, 29 & Dec. 5 












$10.71 
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FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County 
Essex, this day made, on the appl lewtion ont 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceases 
notice is hereby given to the crediters 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subserib., 
under oath or affirmation, their claims a, 
demands against the estate of said decagse4 











within six mouths frem this date the 79 
will be forever barred from prosecuting ; 
recovering the same against the subscriber) 
RUTH MELON ae 
HARRY BLUME - 
ABE JACKLEN, Attorney 
24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N.J ; z 
L.J.—Nov. 8, 15, 22, 29, Dee. 6 * 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLCUTI 
all to whom these presents may 
Greeting: as 





To 




































































































































































































































” “ lay of November, 1956, file in my ; : "HEREAS 2 3 
ed. - 3 4 465, 2ESOI he Board i WHEREAS, It appears to my sati 
mony, he concluded It = duly executed and attested commas | diem, po sidigg = a t oe St aae ae by duly authenticated record of the 
not afford to abide by them. iting to the dissolution of said cor- | ca oaks shan al tu {ings for the voluntary dissolution : 
executed by all the stockholders | A aaa 4iie of anetion "oF by the unanimous consent 1 th 4 
SE me - a whi a P s nat spa eeaeemte holders Jeposited in my ha 1B 
LEGAL NOTICES . the poemeaay ‘ctanana - Bn bog d on gd Brothers to conform | °° "75° CPINTON AVENUE COR 
gas ——$$$____—_—_ —— | \n my said office as provided by law. a isabl a corporation of this State, whose pr; 
XN A 8 1956 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 4 “FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board | office is si ituated at No. 744 Broad 
‘STATE OF - age gg ogy ee have hereto set my hand and af- f Directors recommend to the stockholders the City of Newark, County of 
ESTATE OF ALTON A. SNE, CECCASCE. fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | ‘ the said distribu. | State of New Jersey (Laurence N. Ros 
_ Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. this Seventh day of November, | n in capital | being the agent therein and in charx: reg! 
~receegae a a. - ae = Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred be ¢ i them at an pI Mg og RE. aril bal 
essex, this day ade, Mi e C c ifty-six | early date 1 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, ne ee ge PATTEN | ye ee Corporations, General, of Revised s 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of ao oe | RESOL be D, that a stock-|of New Jersey. we liminary to the 
al ie eth ibi i Secretary of State. September | of this Certif of Dissolution. 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | ; 1 Nov 99 99 $21.60 | a 2 e at ertiica E 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | “* Ron aesi as eel fs NOW, THEREFORE. ‘ “— tary of 
demands against the estate of said deceased, | tate of the State o ew Jersey ‘o Hereby 
: : : 8 : t application of the | , | Certify that the said corporation did Ki 
within six mosths from this date, or they ne app ae on oO i | | Fifth day of November, 58. : 
will _be forever barred from f seageee save 4 ana a Trust Com: sie office a duly executed and attested 
recovering eae : = subscriber. comes & eee in writing to ue a of sai 
ASIL J. BRYAS iets send Velen atr ace | sl aur aa : poration, executes y all the stock: 
HERBERT J. DWYER, Attorney : zed and existent under Wy ary of said Corpora | thereof. which said consent and the 
700 Liberty Avenue | the laws of the State of New Jersey. j ti e stockholders Of | of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
Union, N. J. | TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: by law; and in my said office as provided 1 
, ‘Nov. 15, 22, 29, Dee. 6, 13 | Take notice that by the decision of the | rs a such meet- IN TESTIMONY WHEE: 
j J : ____ | majority of the surviving Trustees in Liquida- | in of the members have hereto set my hand 
—_ oe 2 Columbus Trust Company, an} more than two-thirds of fixed my official seal. at my 
STATE OF NEW JE Beet i nking institution, heretofore or- | sears having v ting powers ely this Fifth day of Novembe 
DE P aa ae A STA Ae ml N g existent under the laws of the e the recommendatior of the| (Seal) atty-s — and nine hundred 
CERTIFICATE O ISSO 0 Jersey, that on or after | Directors and did declare the sum] fifty-s 
To all to whom these presents may come, 1956, @ll the records, docu-| of $10.00 be paid as a dist n in partial | EDW ‘ARD J. PATTEN, 
Greeting : ments and other papers of the Columbus idati of this corpo tion at the rate |, a a Eth anere 9} 
: WHEREAS, It appears to my sattetoction. | Trust Company, aforementioned, including | ar £10 00 and also authorized the retirement | OF. - $21.09 
rid eo ip = = Baer those relating to the liquidation, will be| of 2.320.7 ares of ¢ ~— A shares and aa 
ing: o ke vO 2 tae oe lestroyed for the reason that five years| 29,556 +9 shares of Class shares Of com- SHE 7 § 
. ‘ aus < t of fs ’ : o= | ‘t r s RIFF'S Si 
ios, aan i gl Hh lay ‘lapsed from the date which the final | Oe ene) Shit COLE Ta ene aay ane SUPERIOR. (CHAN). ©-78 : 
710 CHANCELLOR AVE., INC. d Columbus Trust Company | 1 to $758,993. con | SUPERIOR COURT OF “NEW 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | | Nese AU + bald corporate | CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX 
office is situated as No. 60 Park Place, |" ; or Poe in| esi vies ee pa Docket No. F 1665-55 
i he City « Newark, Connt f Essex, | uidation Or} . 8 t a ae setwee Sarto Savi n oat 
State of Hew Jersey (D. Epstein, betag| the Company it is no| | eal to be hereto affixed, the 7th] ., Between Barton coy corporation, I 
the agent therein and in charge thereof, | |” goteiee rituranree said | day o geet wee om COMPANY Duke E. Moore, et als., Det: 
upon whom process may be served), has : vapers aforesaid of TT cea ‘: sa “~~ *""“ | EXECUTION, For Sale of 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14. : ompany, all of | ATT . t 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes I S$. Title 17 —— 3b Stevens, Jr. B tue of the above stated 
cew Jerse pre h I that all or any obje side ee tela ie : 
a this Corti fle By g MM, paloma: tions to the destruction theres” a be | TI re MeC, Mar sn xe age ot te pat tea : 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | made to Ralph Pellechia, #50 Branford | tary pose for Sale Pe Ae HC ee 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Place, New: ark, New Jersey. | B-16, at the COL RTE JUSE, nl 
‘ertify that the said corporation did, on the | Cc Trust Company | STATE OF NEW JERSEY: jon Tuesday, the 4th day of December, nert 
Twenty-fourth day of October, 1956, file in} surviving Trustees | 8S : jat 1:30 P. M. (parcel. of Rk gh 
my office a duly executed and attested con- | to sat : COUNTY OF ESSEX | certain tract or parcel of land and 
sent in writing to the dissolution of said | Pateg: > 1936. | BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this 7th | S¢3 reinafter particularly deseribe 
‘orporation, executed by all the stockholders | |; | N On has.) 6 $26.46 | day of Nov ber, 1956 before me, the sub- | &'@ and bei in the City of 
voce ae mas sioner omg oo bg whietiinsin au ci seriber. a blic of the State of | F : - “ae westerly 
of ‘the PrOceeGinks SToresa? ree New Jersey y appeared Theodor Rca seh 
in my said office as provided by law. STATE OF NEW JERSEY | MeCurdy ti ry of the HELLER | Street at a 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I DEPARTMENT OF STATE | BROTHERS “COMPAN the corporation 200 feet southerly 
have hereto set my hand and af- CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION named in and wh exec uted the foregoing | herly line of Eleventh Avenue 
es tee ane — To all whom these presents may come,| c ticate, who, ing by me duly sworn, ae a oa = 
! renty 1 x : Greeting phe does depose and | Street feet; ence »& 
(Seal) A D.. one thousand nine hundred WHEREAS, it appears to my _ satisfac- poy ‘ “satoicinn’ thet he |) é with South Ninth Street 25 feet 
and fifty-six. Pee ion, by duly at ithenticated record of the r of aald os )rporation : that the thence easterly at right angles Sout 
DY eae ow state a proceedings for the voluntary Dissolution to said corporation certificate is Ninth Street 100 feet to the westerly lim 
5-9 ee aOR or nae $21.60 reof by the consent of all the members of said cor; oration, the | 9 gr Ninth Pana ad _— 
Mae ene Pa a a8 is lan present, that LOUIS GERTWAGEN nown to him: that it was| #/ong the same 25 feet to the place 
K.U.V., a corporation of this State, has of said corporation; that | BEG INNING. . . ae 
— 7 xa | ¢ ied with all the requirements of Title! [ Jr., is th Preside f | eing commonly known as No. 153 Sou 
Yate Novembe 9? . “ é. r., 2 he resident o Siand io “aires 
ESTATE OF I ee oy aoe GPP hcoorny 1 Corporations and Associations Not for that he saw I. Roger| Ninth Street, Newark New Jersey. 
gs rca gist acta sees ° Profit, revised Statutes of 1937, preliminary uch President sign said| The approximate amount of tl 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M + an italien b i 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | '® the issuing of this Certificate of Disso- affix said seal thereto and | ™ent 7 aoe rong gg Thong 
Apa gp oe sie a matic ¢ | ‘Utior sai id certificate, and heard him declare | SU™ of Sixteen Thousand, | § ae 
ee ee ee application of | NOW, THEREFORE I, EDWARD J. ned. sealed and delivered said cer. | Seventy-eight Dollars and Sixty-eight | 
sD sie andor cae ei iicgte ;| PATTEN, Secretary of State of the State | as the voluntary act and deed of said | ($16.778.68), together with the costs qi, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of said apaua tar eel ar y act a eed of said | 415. 1 
“CAS ‘ ! New Jersey, DO HEREBY CERTIFY m, by its order and by authority | this sale. 
deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber under ; : 3 t ¥| Newark, N. J.. Oct. 29, 1958. 
pee peg dlc ag scccagth geMtncm that the said corporation did on the it yard of Directors and by the vote. SIP Ne ere Ue RES 
against the estate of said deceased, within awenty-necond as oe tober, A. D. 1956) either in person or by proxy, duly constituted | N than H. Berger, Att 
six months from this date, or they will be | a! lt ORCe 8 anny EXECU pea SPO Ae fr anid SCGbennLONs mnthorssen, Ob mate e080 |r -y Now, 8. 48 “22,29 aati ie 
sataoar thotped trons ssresactiting se racbvering sted consent in wri ing to the dissolution | two-thirds in est of each class of said | “°° *°% °% *% 22, 2 
the same against the caierthor. | said corporation, which said consent and/ stockholders having voting powers, for the | = 
Janae may th record of the proceedings aforesaid are| uses and purposes therein expressed: and STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
FRANK J. MURRA }now on file in my said office as provided/ that said Theodore McC. Marsh signed his | DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 
MURRAY & MURRAY, Attorneys by law Z ee 0 . name thereto at the same time as subscribing CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
8 So. Day Street IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} witness | To all to whom these presents may © 
Orange, N. J have hereunto set my hand and, Theodore McC. Marsh Greeting: 
L.J__Nov. 15, 22, 29, Dec. 6, 13 (Seal) affixed my Official Seal at Trenton,| Sworn to and Subscribed: | WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfactis 
this Twenty-second day of October, | before me » day and : | by duly authenticated record of the 7 
SSS eT Te Ls aC A. D. 1956 cake atarcenit.) : lings for the voluntary dissolution ther : 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY. EDWARD J. PATTEN, | SAMUEL P. WATSON | ee ee ee ae eee 
ERTIFICATE: OF DISSCLUTION Secretary of State. Notary Public of New Jersey SEE ere Cet EUT TETINEOOr 
CE ( ( SS ; L.J.—Nor. 1, 8, 15, 22 $24.57 | \Iy. Commission Expires Nov. 7, 1959 ee te Shute a . { tora 
To all to whom these presents may come z ; ae pires NO ‘, 2 a corporation of this State whose princi se 
Greetina: e X ae ard | office is situated at No. 224 Marke ree 
WHEREAS, It apnears to my satisfaction. NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR | STATE OF NEW JERSEY jin the City of Newark, County of Eseqg 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- CHANGE OF NAMES | DEPARTMENT OF STATE State of New Jersey (Jerome Sar 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof| TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will | . Secretary of State of the State of New | being the agent therein and in charge ther 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| apply to the Essex County Court, Court | Je DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the| upon whom process may be served b 
holders, denosited in my office that House, Newark, New Jersey, on December | ; ing is a true copy of Certificate of | complied with the requirements of 
THE TEM CORPORATION 5, . at 2 o'clock in the afternoon for | tion of Capital and Retirement of Stock | Corporations. General. of Revised 
a corporation of this State, whose princtpal | 4° judgment authorizing them to assume the | of LER BROTHERS COMPANY and|°f New Jersey. preliminary to the 
i 1 No 60 Park Place | t t Az a f th { ifieate of Dissoluti ¢ 
office is | situ Ree. Ree ee woe’ | names of JOSEPH R. POND, BARBARA F.| the endorsements thereon, as the same is ? wi Ww. CRE FORE, art °S - y 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex,/ pond, CYNTHIA JANE POND and JAMES} taken from and compar the original | state of the St os of Ne «Jersey. “Do 
bel ae ae ore oo ace F ENTON POND, respectively. | til in i ghth day of |< ‘ertity that tl ° said corporatio mn did : 
»axent therein and in charge thereof. JOSEPH R. PONDISH and BARBARA F. | Nove ow remaining | Fift c XN r, 1956, fi ¢ 
‘om process may be served). has Arcee =ct i - r ba remaining; Fifth day of ovember, 95 
‘coments of Title 14 PONDISH, individually and as natural | nd « fice a d 4 and atteste 1d 
with ween req ee. = bed sod ardians of CYNTHIA JANE PONDISH | I off § = . - ee 
ions reneral o evise Statute lta x IN ‘4 ry E in issolutio f 
ew Jersey “preliminary to the issuing amd IAME S FENTON PONDISH, infants. | ll PESTIMONT . Par anel an poration, u by all the st ie atior 
of this i of Dissolution. John Brokaw, Attorney | rot ; al seal at Trenton, | tnereot. which said consent and the ? eof, w 
Now THE RE ‘FORE. I, the Secretary oF erwood Avenue | (Seal thie fares Te Nov mber ‘A.D. | Of the proceedings aforesaid are no 5 et 
tate « p of prs re infield, New Jersey sear) — i il scan)‘ 8 $ nr 5 
| te =e tie talk. ouowueciine MUA. ae tae | S15, B38 $13.23 | EDWARD J. PATTEN eee a TESTIMONY. WHE 
Ninth day of November, 1956, file in | SDWARD J. Pe ‘a have hereto set 
my office a duly executed and attested con ESSEX COUNTY COURT | u siti retary of State. Z fixed my | official - 
sent in writi nz to the disso! m of said cor- LAW DIVISION | L.J.—Nov. 15, 22, 29, Dec. 6 $97.65 ve this ifth day e « 
poration, executed by all the stockholders poc KET xo (Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine A 
thereof. which said cons nt and the record Civi | and fifty-six. 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fils IX | ESSEX COUNTY COURT EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
in my said office as nrovided by law is Matter of av ‘DEMENT | _AW DIVISION _ Secretary of State. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 e Matter o Applicatio poc KET NO. L.J.—Nov. 8, 15, 22 $2 
have hereto set my hand and af- aie rally a ke 
fixe > official seal rent of John 
ain Ninth aay et | November  Penszyn eee (FINAL JUDGMENT STATB OF NEW JERSEY 
(Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred | in ‘the Matter of the Application ; DEPARTMENT OF STATE | S 
and fifty-six ae ae CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUT! mi 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, t The | saky a LENE UAIDA, his wie To all to whom these presents may © 7 
Secretarn of State. Penn and Mary respectively. : | s = Ad epbiss ad Greeting - , 
L.J.—Nov. 15, 22, 29 $21.60 Theodore i, individually, and|¢ : > a 4 e names of JOSEPH) WHEREAS, It appears to my sat 
f J ea Penszynski and HEI acer ’ & he : Rand same by duly authenticated record of the 
3 nd \ Ravan. LE z. ings y he lu ssolt : 
TAKE NOTICE that application shall be ‘ind las °or| Yusef Edward Gajda and Mary Helene| bythe unanimous concent of & | 
made by Linda D'Alessio and Alan D'Alessio ; : ; i day of November,]| pojacee denosited ni 
: ; tion to this | ay ve a +| holders, deposited in my office t z 
nd their mother Ann D'Alessio, to the Essex for a judg-| 1 to this Court by THE COLONY CORP ere. de 
County Court, Court House, Newark, New name, to wit: | for a judgment tO], corporation of this State, whose prise NOR 
Jersey. on the 28th day of November, 1956, Robert Penn and Joseph Edward | office is situated at No. 17 Academy 30 
at 2 o'clock in the afternoon, for a judgment posure appearing Guider, and it]in the City of Newark, County 
authorizing the plaintiffs, Linda D*Alessio Se. ee can aa ace SER Se they have] state x aie tae Ee i 
nd Al D’ Alessi t ts th i ) as complied with all oe 8 State of New Jersey (Lawrence | pr 
ae aptnha Del ead ace OTN: Seen earn of the New Jersey Statutes | ‘ sions of the| heing the agent therein ard in cl narge _ 
of Linda po rae respectively. P Revised Rules, and the | ° 1 et. seq. and upon whom process may be served conde 
sae iaceaie” SP aie Meee the reof and that there| He t being satisfied | .omplied with the requirements of T he 
ALAN D'ALESSIO t 1 
ANN D'ALESSIO iable objections thereto; there are no reasonable! Corporations, General, of Revised St 
" 7 Saas Morena IT IS, on “this th day of > November, 1956, Oo. - of New Jersey, preliminary to the i 
Charles Kanter, Attorney 1dj the .dore Penszynski Joh s 7th day of November, 1956] of this Certificate of Dissolution 
1060 RB 4 St.. Newark 2, N.J ijudged that Theod nszynski, ohn | Shee eel we t ertificate o ssolutio ae 
i 4 Noe 18 15 22 ila $10.71 Penszynski, Robert Penszynski. and Mary | 1 that Yuzef Edward Gajda and Mary NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Se 7 . 
sic en ci ta Nie 3 Penszynski, be and they are hereby authorized | Gajda be a they —— = Face State of the State of New Jersey ae 
to assume the names of Theodore Penn, John assume the name of Josep ward | Certify that the said corporation did, ° 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: Penn, Robert Penn and Mary Penn, respec- ie der and Mary Helene Guider from and Ninth day of 5 — ple 1956, fe 
Notice is hereby given that we shall apply | tively, from and after December 7, 1956,| ‘ter December 7, 1956, and that within | my office a duly executed and attested = 
to the Essex County Court. at the Court | and that within ten days hereof said plain-| ten days hereof said plaintiffs cause a Copy] in writing to the dissolution of said Writing 
Honse, at Newark, New Jersey. on the 28th| tiffs cause a copy of this judgment to be - this judgment to be published in the] poration, executed by all the stock or 
day of November, 1956, at 2 o'clock in the| Published in the New Jersey Law Journal, | New Jersey Law Journal and within twenty | thereof, which said consent and the ! = 
afternoon for an Order to authorize Peter| and within twenty days after entry of judg-| ‘ays after entry of judgment they file of the proceedings aforeswid are now 0° © proc 
Zack to assume another name, to wit: | mé they file judgment and affidavit of | judsment and affidavit of publication of|in my said office as provided by ; 
Peter Metivier ‘| publication of judgment with the Essex | judgment with the Essex County Clerk, and IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
7 | County Clerk, and a certified copy of the|2 certified copy of the judgment with the have hereto set my hand and 
Stella Metivier as natural | J PY 1 A Tre 
guardian of Peter Zack snd lj ment with the Secretary of State pur- | Secretary of State pursuant to the provisions fixed my official seal. 4 fi 
Peter Zack aleo known es !Suant to the provisions of the Statute and| of the Statute and Revised Rules in such this Ninth day of thi 
Peter Metivier. 15 Grafton | Revised Rules in such case made and pro- | case made and provided. (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine A 
Avenne, Newark, N. J. | vided | s/ GERALD FOLEY, and fifty-six an 
Dated: October 19, 1956 GERALD T. FOLEY, — J.C.C EDWARD J. PATTEN, EI 
rs > 5.0. On Motion of William Gural Secretary of State. - a, 
Nathan D. Weiss, Attorney r - : i $ : 
L.J.—Berv. 2, &, 15. 32 $11.34 1.3 Nov. 15 $9.90 L.J.- ov. 15 $9.00 L.J.—Nov. 15, 22, 29 os —Nor 











J. L. J. Index Page 455 NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 15, 1956 





Page Eleven 





LEGAL NOTICES 





TATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMEN1 UF STATE 
CE eae UF DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTION 
. these presents may come, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OF DISSULUTION 
presents may come, 


LILLIAN M. RUFFIN, 





, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
Vuiuntary dissviution 
ous consent of ail 
bolde rs, rn in my office 


WHEKEAS, It appears to my 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
dissolution ceerees 


uenticated record of the 
Dissolution thereof 
, two- thirds of the members 











OF THE ORANGES M AND R HOL DI NG CORPORATION 


la corporation of this State, 














in the Town of Belleville, County of Essex, 








ein and in Charge thereo!l, 





State of 
3x. ‘CERTIFY that 








this Certilcate of Dissvlution. 








State ol the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
ertily that the said corporation did, on tue 
y | Twenty-sixth day of October, 3 i 
executed and atllested 










It appears to my satisfaction, 





which said consent and 
+ proceedings aforesaid are Low 
y suid office as provided by 3 

























— of state. 











Da : 
OF MARGARET GUUD, 








this day made, on the application of 
Administratrix of said de- 
, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
, to exhibit to the subscriber 











| demands against the estate of said deceased, 





forever barred from 














Law Divisi on on November 21, 














S} AMUEL SOSEPH 








STATE OF NEW JEI SEY 
AT 


uae P ARTME NT OF | presents may come, 














“whom these presenta may ears to my satisfaction, 











It appears to my satisfa di ssolution thereof 





poet: NEW Poa vot r 
a JER : ODURUS HOHNSTON, JOSE PH 


cERTIFL ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 


CONSTRUCTION CO. 
a corporation of this State, 
24 Commerce ee 





nanimous consent of 


CANFIELD, 8T 
JUPHIAH HARRI- 
a sayean WOUDRUFFE, 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
ithenticated record of 
“ie voluntary dissolution 

nauimous consent of all 


epos c 
( ph FORTI CONSTRUCTION 
orporation of this State. 
is situated at No. 
Town of Bloomfield, 


a ’ 
ICK CHURCH MOTOR 





bel ng the waent shes ein “and in aes thereof, 








a of Title 14, 


¢ agent therein and in charge thereof, » RHODA DULAGER 








with the requirements of Title 14. MAH UTABLE CRANE, 


of Revised Statutes 





ig the agent therein and in charge thereof. New gen, Do Hereby | | 


corporation “~ on the 


State of tue State of 


‘ertificate of Dissolution. 
” Certify that the saix 





tle requirements of Title 14, ©. CRANE, and AMOS | 


f the State of New Jersey, 
the said corporation did, 





preliminary to the issuing 


, devisees and personal repre- | 
Certincate. of Dissolution. i | 





wud attested conse nt 


State of the State of New Jersey, ynsent and the record 


y that the said corporation did, on a the OWNER OR OWNERS 


my office e a duly A Boe and ‘attested consent 


proceedings aforesaid are now 
Hen dissolution of said 


y said office as provided by | 


of, ’ consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid 





y Summoned and required to 





—— day of October, 








Secret ary of State. y 
15 : defendants pending in the Superior Court 


Bs NEW yeneey presents may come, | ‘ 








Aare these presents may come, DEPAR TME INT OF STATE 
: rende ree against you for the 
It appears to my satisfaction. these presents may come, t. You shall file your answer 


pears to my satisfaction. 
ted record of the ——. 





voluntary dissol u tion 
f 





48 of Civil practice and procedure. 


Re 





t n my 
OF JOHN YatcH,. 








in Newark to real estate con- 
lands occupied as a 





being the agent thers 








the agent therein and in ilding and yard of the 











= 


t rein and i f 
with the requirements t therein and in c} 1arRe thereof, 









preliminary to the 



















2 aid corporation. did. 





executed and attested 














all the eine ders the dissolution of said 


the proceedings af resai i 








said consent and the record 
edi ngs gece a 





} 


3. It appears to my satisfaction, 
authenticated record of the proceed- 
dissolution thereof 
unanimous consent of all 





this 8 ; Twenty- voor 


th 
NE SS 7 ORPORATE D 





1060 Broad Street, 











i i AM A DEPARTMENT OF being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
FICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


whom these presents may come, 


comp ied with the requireme nts of Title 14. 





whom these presents may come, presents may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction, | a Le the 





‘ It appears to my satisfaction. 
ithenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary ere e 


record of the proceed- 





State of New Jersey. 
Certity that the said corporation aid. on the 





by the unanimous consent 


=o oie a. Co. 7 duly executed and attested con- 
: mn of this State, whose —_—_ | sent in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
e of Newark, County € 





a corporation of thi 


office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street, - Pe 
- . which said consent and the record | 


proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





g the agent therein and in ing the agent therein 


e e agent therein and in charge thereof 





uirements of Ti itle 14, 





sled. ‘with the requirements of Titie 14 complied with _ p Fequirements of Title 14, 
wet of Revised Statutes i 
¥ era pre! liminary to the issuing 


( -ereenee of Dissolution. | 





of this Certificate. of 





he State of New P< Bg Do Hereby 


the said corporation did. corporation did, on the 





n file in Twenty. fou rth day nen . — 
ie ea dul y executed and attests d consext and attested consent TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned ‘will 





a duly executed and attested consent 





» City Pe Newark, County 


Dated: October 17, 1956 
| ESTATE OF C. BURDETTE BROWN, de- 
ceased. 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FULEY, JK., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
tue undersigned, Executrix vf said deceased, 
nutice is lereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oati or attirmation, their claims and 
demunds aguinst the estate of said deceased, 
Within six months from this date, or-they 
will be forever barred from proseculing or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

ALMA BOUTOT 
2253 Stecher Avenue 
Union, N. J. 
| L.J.—Oct. 25, Nov. 1, 8, 15, 22 


} Dated: October 17, 1956 
ESTATE OF EDWARD JOUNSON, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of AUVRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executrices of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the crediturs of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation, their ciaims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
ETHEL JOHNSUN McCLURE 
ROSE JOHNSON WENTE 
McKEOWN & HARTH, Attorneys 
| 60 Vark Place 

Newark 2, N. J. 

| L.J.—Oct. 25, Nov. 1, 8, 15, 22 
Dated: October 11, 1956 
| ESTATE OF WILLIAM CLINTON CAL- 

VEKT, deceased 

fursuant to the order of AURIAN M. 
FOLEY, JK., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
witbin six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 

WILLIAM CLINTON CALVERT, JR. 
PAUL J. CHRISTIANSEN 
PAUL J. CHRISTIANSEN, Attorney 
51 Lakeside Avenue 
| West Orange, N. 
| L.J.—OUct. 18, 25, Nov. 1, 8, 15 
Dated: October 16, . 1956 
ESTATE OF THEODORE W. DUTCHER, 
deceased. 

Vursuaut to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
kissex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executrices of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 

ELEANOR 8S. DOUGLAS 
HELEN M. GROSS 
ETHEL M. MeCLINCHIE 
JOSEPH W. KAPP, Attorney 
1673 Springtield Avenue 
Maplewood, N. J. 
L.J.—Oct. 25, Nov. 1, 8, 15, 22 








NOTICE TO ABSENT DEFENDANTS 
Superior Court of New Jersey 
Chancery Division 
Essex County 
Docket No. C298-56 
| STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

| (L.S. TO 

MARGARET V. N. DURYEE, WILLIAM R. 

DURYEE, LOUISE A. DURYEE, MAR- 

GARET Db. SALISBURY, LUCIUS A. 

SALISBURY, MARIA L. G. KIDDER, 

ELIZABETH 8. SALLARD, SAMUEL 

DURYEE, MARY B. DUR\EE. 

You are hereby summoned and required 
to serve upon Harry J. Stevens, Jr., plain- 
tiff’s attorney, whose address is 482 Central 
Avenue, Newark, New Jersey, ap answer to 
the complaint filed in a civil action, in 
which WILLIAM BALL is plaintiff and 
SUSAN D. FAHMY, et als., are defendants, 
pending in the Superior Court of New Jersey, 
| within 35 days after November 15, 1956 
| exelusive of such date. If you fail to do so, 
judgment by default may be rendered against 
you for the relief demanded in the complaint. 
You shall file your answer and proof of 
service in duplicate with the Clerk of the 
Superior Court, State House Annex, Trenton, 
New Jersey, in accordance with the rules 
of civil practice and procedure. 

The action has been instituted for the 
| purpose of quieting title to certain landa 
situate in the City of Newark, County of 
Essex and State of New Jersey, located at 
40 Duryee Street, described as follows: 

BEGINNING in the Easterly line of Duryee 

Street at u point therein distant 225.01 

feet northerly from the northerly line of 

Sussex Avenue; thence running along said 

Kasterly line of Duryee Street North 32 

degrees 10 minutes East 15.10 feet; thence 

South 57 degrees 50 minutes East and 

running through the party wall dividing 

the house standing upon the premises here- 
by described from the house adjoining the 
same on the north 32 feet to the end of 
the party wall; thence north 32 degrees 

10 minutes east 25/100ths of a foot; 

thence South 57 degrees 50 minutes East 

64.93 feet; thence South 32 degrees 16 

minutes West 15.71 feet and thence North 

57 degrees 37 minutes West 96.91 feet 

to the Easterly line of Duryee Street and 

the place of Beginning. 

You are made defendants because you 
claim or are claimed or reputed to own the 
said real estate or some part thereof or 
some interest therein or to hold a lien or 
encumbrance thereon. 
| Dated: October 17, 1956. 

I. GRANT SCOTT, 
| Clerk of the Superior Court 
| L.J.—Oct. 25 Nov. 1, 8, 15 $44.73 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT UF STATE 
| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissvlution thereof 
by the unanimous con~ at of ail the stock- 
holders, deposited in my «ffice that 
BEEBEE SNACK BAR 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 31 Clinton Street, 
jin the City of Newark, (County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Seymour Klein, 
being the agent thervin and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process muy be served), bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
| ‘‘orporations. General, Kevised Statutes 











ow Jersey vure'iminary to the issuing 

of PY is ‘ertil jvissolution. 
VOW. THE : the Secretary of 
0 » State of N Jersey. Do Hereby 








that the said corporation did. on the 
y-sixth day of October, 1956, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested con 
sent in writing to the dissolution of said 


»| Corporation, executed by ail the stockholders 


he said pa and the “second ; of Essex and State y 





said consent and the 
Toceedings aforesaid = 
aid office as provided by law 
ESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


1956 at 2:00 p.m., 
| for a Judgment authorizing them to assume 

e n MURRAY ZEIDNER and 
| LORETTA ZEIDNER, respectively. | 





this’ Twenty-third day of October, Twenty-ninth day of October, 


one Baie nine hundred 


E DWARD 4. PATTEN, 


this Twenty for rth | 
y | Zucker & Goldberg 
| Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
24 Branford Place 

| Newark 2, New Jersey 
$21.60 | L.J.—Nov. 8. 15, 22, 29 


-8i 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 





reof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — — file 
in wy said olfive as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOP, I 
have hereto st my hand and af- 
fived my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-sixth day of October, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretaru of State. 


J.—Nov, 1, 8, 15 $21.60 





L. 











Page Twelve 


enna JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 15, 1956 


79 N. 





mat a 


J. L. J. Index Page 





Passaic County District 


Court Schedule 


The following is a schedule of 
the court days and motion days 
in the Passaic 
County District Court. Motions 
will be heard on every court day 


of the Judges 


except jury days: 


Part 1 (Presiding Judge Arthur 


C. Dunn) 
Nov. 20 in Part 1, 
Street, Paterson 
Nov. 26-27-28 in Part l, 


days) 
Nov. 29 in Part 4, 
Street, Paterson 
Dec. 3-4-5 in Part 
son Street, Paterson 
days) 


Dec. 10 in Part 1, 137 Ellison 


Street, Paterson 
Dec. 
Avenue, Passaic 
Dec. 17-18-19 in Part 1, 


days) 


Part 2 (Judge Stanley J. Polack) 
Nov. 19-20-21 in Passaic, 585 


Main Avenue (jury days) 


Nov. 26-27-28 in Clifton, 366- 


372 Clifton Avenue 


Dec. 4-5-6 in Passaic, 585 Main 


Avenue (jury days) 


Dec. 10-12 in Passaic, 585 Main 


Avenue 
Dec. 
Main Avenue (jury days) 
Part 3 (Judge Louis P. Bertoni) 
Nov. 
Avenue (jury days) 


Nov. 20-21 in Clifton, 366- ies, are 


Clifton Avenue 


Nov. 27-28-29 in Passaic, 385 | p09 


Main Avenue (jury days) 
Dec. 4-6 
Clifton Avenue 


Dec. 11-13 in Clifton, 366-372 | 


Clifton Avenue 
Dec. 
Clifton Avenue 


Part 4 (Judge John M. B. Ward) 


Nov. 15 in Part 4, 137 Ellison | 
)| | substantial coverages, and bene- 


Street, Paterson (jury days 
Nov. 19-21 in Part 4, 137 Elli- 
son Street, Paterson 
Dec. 3 in Passaic, 
Avenue 


Dec. 6 in Part 4, 137 Ellison | ance. 


Street, Paterson 
Dec. 11-12-13 in Part 4, 


days) 


137 Ellison 


137 
Ellison Street, Paterson (jury 


137 Ellison 


1, 137 Elli- 
(jury 


13 in Passaic, 585 Main 


137 
Ellison Street, Paterson (jury 


18-19-20 in Passaic, 585 


15 in Passaic, 585 Main | 


in Clifton, 366-372 | 


585 Main | 


ABA nan Age 


Members Up to 70 Can 
Enroll Now 


ginning immediately. 


ance program placed in effect 


New York Life Insurance Co. 


Members of the ABA over 50 
who enrolled in the original 
group life plan will be permitted 
to transfer to the new program, 


cal examination or certificate of 
good health. Association mem- 
bers 50 to 70 may also enroll in 
the new plan without medical 
examination. They must furnish 
only a certificate of good health 
as now required of members over 
;36 enrolling in the original 
group life plan announced in 
1955. 

According to the ABA an- 
|nouncement, the new program 
will go into effect as soon as the 
first 3,000 eligible enrollments 
accepted by the American 
Bar Assn. endowment. After 10,- 
are enrolled, no medical ex- 
/} amination or certification will be 

| required. 








The ABA special committee on 
|group life insurance, under the 


18-20 in Clifton, 366-372 | chairmanship of William Clarke 


| Mason of Philadelphia, develop- 
led the “50 Plus” plan. Key fea- 
| tures are its low premium rates, 


| fits that continue until the in- 
| sured’s death. 


All enrollees between 50 and 
| 70 will receive $5,000 of insur- 
The cost will range from 
| $100 for lawyers 50 to 55 to $225 


137 | for those 65 to 70 years old. Al- 
Ellison Street, Paterson (jury| though the premium will re- 


| main at $225 from 65 until death 


Dec. 17 in Passaic, 585 Main|or membership in the plan is 


Avenue 


Dec. 20 in Part 4, 137 Ellison 


Street, Paterson 


es | 





NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services available to attorneys only 


17 











ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 








| discontinued, coverage offered 
| will change as follows: at 70 
hd 

75 to 


| from $5,000 to $3,000; at 

$2,000; and at 80 to $1,000, which 
'sum continues until the death 
| of the insured. 


| A lawyer enrolled in the plan 
|may, at age 70, convert his in- 
|surance into $5,000 of regular 
life insurance at the then-cur- 
| rent rates of the New York Life 
| Co., providing he had been a 
| member of the group plan since 
age 65. 


| 

| The only states in which the | 

| new plan will not be available to | 
| ABA lawyers are Texas and 

| Ohio, where state laws preclude 

| such group plans. 








are available 


YOUR PROTECTION. 
COURT FORMS 
20—Subpoena—ad Testificandum—Ali 
Courts 
21—Subpoena—Duces Tecum—All Law Courts 
25—Appearance 
26—Stipulation of Dismissal 
30—Summons—County Courts 
31—Summons—Superior Court 
S0—Aff. of Non-Military Service 
4010—Aff. of Physician in Proceedings to 
Approve Settlement 
4030—Warrant to Satisfy Judgment 
4040—Affidavit and Order for Wage Execution 
4050—Summons and Complaint 
4050 Special—Summons and Complaint 
4 Counts 
4055—Summons and Complaint—Auto P.D. 
4060—Notice of Application for Wage Execu- 
tion—with affidavit of service 
4065—Aff. of Proof of Property Damage 
to Automobile 
4070—Summons and Complaint in Tenancy 


Law 


502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 





All-State’s Line of Practice Forms 


We are privileged to cooperate with the New Jersey Bar. 
EXCLUSIVELY TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION and 
ere NOT sold through stationers or any other retail outlet. 


— Samples and Catalog Sent on Request — 


ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 


ALL-STATE forms 
THIS IS FOR 


40SO—Affidavit of 
Service Aff. 

4085—Notice To Take Oral Depositions— 
All Courts. 


Proof—Non Military 


INTERROGATORIES 
420 P.D.—Interrogatories—Property Damage 
420 P.I.—Interrogatories—Personal Injury 
(4 Pages to set—Padded 50) 


MISCELLANEOUS FORMS 


6—Notes Series—book form 
83—Telephone Message Pad 
RE 1001—Comprehensive Real Estate Listing 
Form 


"50-Pius' Group Life Plan 


Chicago (ACCN)—Approval of 
a new “50 Plus” group life in- 
surance plan for members of the 
American Bar Assn. between the 
ages of 50 and 70, is announced 
by the association’s board of 
governors. Enrollments are be- 


The new plan, which will be 
available to about 27,000 mem- 
bers of the ABA over age 50, 
supplements a group life insur- 


last year for association mem- 
bers under the age of 56. Both 
plans are underwritten by the 


if they wish, without any medi- | 


starting 
3—Acknowledgment of Service Cr 
5—Notes Promissory— book form Cr 


Supreme Court of 
New Jersey 


ORDERED that Judge Mark A. 
Sullivan, Jr. is temporarily des- 
ignated as Assignment Judge for | 
Essex County, effective Novem- 
ber 13, 1956. 

/s/ ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT | 
C. J. 
Dated: November 13, 1956. 


Judge Bastian Named To 
Head Bar-Media 
Conference Group 


Chicago (ACCN) — Appoint- 
ment of Judge Walter M. Bastian | 
of Washington, D. C., as the new 
chairman of the American Bar 
Assn.’s special Bar-Media con- 
ference committee has been an- 
nounced by ABA president David 
F. Maxwell. Judge Bastian is a 
member of the U. S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Col- 
umbia. 

The committee functions as a 
liaison group between the asso- 
ciation and the press, radio and 
television industries. It was es- 
tablished early this year to con- | 
sider mutual problems, particu- | 
larly in the areas of courtroom | 
photography and the publicizing 
of trials and other litigation. | 
Among the subjects which the} 
conference group has considered | 





are those related to Canon 35, | 
the ABA’s canon of judicial | 
ethics which prohibits court- | 


room picture taking and broad- | 
casting. 

Other 
represented 


| 


national organizations | 
in the conferenc e | 
group are the American News s- | 
paper Publishers’ Assn.,_ the| 
American Society of Newspaper | 
Editors, and the National Assn. | 
of Radio and Television Broad- 


casters. 


The conference committee is | 
distinct from the special com- 
mittee of the American Bar| 
foundation which at the present 
time is conducting a review of 
the legal profession’s canons 0 


| 


| and should be made promptly |‘ 


15 Park Row, New York 38, N. Y 
law school, and Nathan Newbury | 7-s773-s 
III of Harvard law school. eine acne sain 
Stiefel’s topic was “Piracy in} Gomm'l. Foreign Language B 
High Places: Governmental Pub- | “sre Ave., Teaneck, N.J.. TE 
” 
|lications | and Copyright Law. TWO YOUNG ABLE ATTORNEYS 
Newbury’s subject was Protec- serve papers, make investigatio 
reports, get statements, etc., at reas 
| tion of Comic Strips.” Box 923 


| lence of both papers ASCAP was | 
| persuaded by the judges to du- | 
f plicate the winning awards. | 





Federal Bar Annual © CLASSIFIED 
| Luncheon | ADVERTISING 


| The Federal Bar Association | EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNrw 
of New York, New Jersey and| 








re 


AND EXPaypj 






























| ATTORNEY—ACTIVE 





| cemnniiient will hold its annual | “law firm in Middl lesex County sreks g 
| ified young lawyer. rite, stati 

| Thanksgiving Luncheon on Nov. | cod “experience, and salasy ing axe, 
128. 


| 21st, this year at 12:30 P.M., at 
|the Starlight Roof of the Wal- 
dorf-Astoria Hotel in New York! 





YOUNG ATTORNEY TO 
ated City practitioner 


fense, compensation and subroygat 
City. wre fully stating age, 
30x 132. 


The program includes remarks | *#!87y_rTequired. 


by U. S. Supreme Court Justice EMPLOYMENT WANTED | 
Brennan unless court obligations 











prevent his attendance, present- COMPETENT ATTORNEY, WITH ; 
ation of an oil portrait of the | ..3°Ties’ mature ie Pg a 


|Hon. John Clark Knox to the | sires association in Morris County. B 
U. S. District Court for the|yocxG aTroRNEY 


| 
| Southern District of New York, | 





RECENTLY 














ted, veteran, married Seeks 
|presentation of Certificate of | Mae ima 
| Merit to the Hon. Clarence G. | FOR RENT 
of New York and welcome ra freer FOR LAWYER IN LAWyzgs 


| . rr 
| suite. Broad and Market Building. 
i | rent and steno services. MA 3-5606 : 


Sh 


Cornelius Wickersham, Jr., 
president of the Association. 
Reservations are $5.00 a 





ATTRACTIVE PRIV ATE OFFIC E IN 
furni shec or wv & 

-phone answe 
*hamber of Comme 


——_ the association at 1 Wall | 

















| ATTRACTIVE OFFICE AVAII 
’ New York 5. | lawyer's sui re 
iain iy | be arrar aaee For further particulars 
2 St d + Wi A | MArket 3-2286. 
udents in scap OR TWO OFFICES IN 
Copyright Law Prizes ue Hersh Tower, 128) Broa 
beth 2-0154. 
New York (ACCN)—A Cetin | 
Washington and a Harvard law | _FOR SALE 
school student each won first | complere SHORT SET OF Lay 


| COMPLETE SHORT SET OF 
|prize in the annual Nathan rasa = or 
Burkan Memorial Competition 
on copyright law sponsored by 
the American Society of Com- | _ 
posers, Authors and Publishers, | “ Corp 
it was announced recently. ind price. 
The victorious students, whose nas, 
prize money amounted to $500 SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
each, were Maurice B. Stiefel of | hanpwritine 


George Washington university | __ disputed 








WANTED TO PURCH: ASE 








"PURCHASE: 
is Secundum 
135. 





30x 











EXPERT, 


ments. J. Howar 












jocu 

















This year’s contest was un-|- 
| usual in that due to the excel- | 





Essex Weekly Call 


SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
(ESSEX COUNTY COUR 
DIVISION—CRIMINAL 
WEEKLY CALL 























































































ice Bui ldi ng), Newark, New Jersey. 
Y a call calendar but a listing 
> order. in which cases will be tried, 
at 10:00 A.M., November 27, 1956. 
‘r. 295-56, Cr. 252-52, Cr. 333-56, 

“r. 81-56, Cr. 82-56, 
33-56, Cr. 134-56, 
1-56, Cr. 212-56. 
6-56, Cr. 270-56, 
. 332-56, 





aa 
2 
2 


1 
4 








1510—Statement of Closing Title 





3520—Attending Physician's Report 

3540—Series Notes. 4 on page (with endorse- 
ment clause) 

2585—Dissolution of Trade Name 

3610—Annual Report by a Domestic Corp. 


Phone MArket 4-5577 





Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 































. + e 
ethics. | Bankruptcies 
As chairman of the Bar-| ———_-— ee 
adi : | The names of the Referees are abbrevia 
Media conference, Judge Bastian |as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; W-Weelans. 
succeeds Richard P. Tinkham of |¢,rtso, carmen Joseph, 74 Audrey Pl., | 
Hammond, Ind., chairman of ercervi Nin hie & Et ae Bae 
the ABA committee on public} ; ee eet ; 
7 iC ant SO, Josephi ne. Ann, 74 Audrey PIl., 
relations, who continues as a/| erville: vol.; Hiab. $13,032.45; assets | 34g 
member of the Bar-Media group. . L. & T.; solr. Pro Se; 
A third ABA member is Judge Pee TA Heating Corp., 2 Cole St., Trenton; | ; 
Shackelford Miller Jr., of the | rol.: lab. $157,800; gesete Sioniere: |: 
U. S. Court of Appeals for the} 11-7 : epi 
DU- NE r ec., Freehold R ‘o 
Sixth circuit. | “ : oat 65 ee We eT r solr. Eva | 
E. Rabinowitz; 11-5 | 
. E | FAB ROC ‘INI, Joseph, ind. & t/a Lindy’s| : 
Del essen, 224A Maple St., Weehawken; | ; 
U.S. District Calendar | vol ; liab, $12,146.37; assets $3,815.25; | 6 : 
refr. W.L. & T.; solr. Bernard D. Kaut- 371-36. nes | 
n: 2 are a790 /Ee ‘ 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT | man; 11-2. | Accusations—A-373 /56. he g 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY | SF 7 
i Se the LEGAL NOTICE he 
NEWARK, N. J. | Ww ‘il 
Pr al Conferences will be held by the NOTICE Hudson — Call on. 
nc e Thomas F. Meaney in C ourtroom | PLE ASE TAKE NOTICE, that on Novem- 
s. Court House (Post Office Build- | }, 21. 1956, at 9:30 A.M. (prevailing | 
»wark, J., at the time and on time . 2307. Federal re errs Wee 
lates indicated suild he under- h ;, November 16, i958 a 
MICHAEL KELLER, JR., Clerk | ublic sale all} A.M Proctor’s Court. 
By CHARLES E. JAECKEL, |o leg shares of 
Deputy Clerk | es ollowing New Jersey 
orporation SEAL PRODUCTS 
; NOVEMBER 19, 1956 |. CO. HERMETIC. SEAL MANUFACTURING 
11:00 A.M.—C818-55 (Jury), C113-56 (Jury), | GO.) LACONIA CORPORATION, and PRESS- | 91 
\ eine | TITE COMPANY. j 7 
58 (Jury), C547-56 (Jury), | JEROME R. MILLER, TRUSTEE. 3 if 
1 |) MILMED & ROSEN 9, ‘ 
| NOVEMBE R 20, 1956 s for Jerome R. Miller, Truste 55, 7 
| 10:00 A.M.—C225-56 (Jt iry), C389-56 (Jury), 1180 gv nd_ Boulevard, 883, 885, (890, 891), (894, 895), 899 
(307-56 (Jury), C350-56 (Jury). Nex ark, Ne 903, 2002, 2051, 2147, 2° 1 
2:00 P.M (489-56 (Jury), C564-56 (Jury), | PbXATEI): November 13, 1956. | 2247 (2308, 2669), 
630-58 (Jury) Np ee a a $3.96 | 2687 
: “MBER 21, 1956 | 
10:00 A.M.- 56 (Jury), C264-56 (Non- | 
Jury), C294-56 (Non-Jury). | 
2-00 P.M C-216-56 (Non-Jury), C403-56 
Non-Jury), Ci597-56 (Non-Jury). | 
NOVEMBER 23, 1956 } 
10:00 A.M.—C: 6 (Jury), C541-56 (Jury), 
(221-56 (No iry), €1205-55 (Jury). 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 
NEWARK, NEW JERSEY BW aceyers oa 
The following is a list of criminal cases , 
by the Hon. Alfred E. Modarelli, Ele TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 
9m No U.S. Court House ‘tneton 


OF NEW JERSEY 






TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 










A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 


Seri ing Veu Jersey « Organized 1928 





AGENCIES IN: 






e Morristown 


Toms River 
92-7878 





CaMDEN © FREEHOLD @ HaAcCnENSACK 
PATERSON New Brunswick 


7 NELSON PLACE, NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 
















